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INCORPORATED A.D. 17H. 
FOR SEA, FIRE, LIFE AND ANNUITIES. 
CHIEF OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON. 
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INSURANCES ARE GRANTED AGAINST LOSS OR DAMAGE BY FIRE on 
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Application. 
WILLIAM TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
In Dra’ LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED TY 


X PROPER 


To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
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THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar tc this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrruovr Prorrrs. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
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Cases Reported this Week. 
In the Solicitors’ Journal. 




















CURRENT 


THE RETIREMENT, at the end 
Granam Hastines, Q.0.—whi 
me ey es Se i 

great regret, not merely to his clients, 

at the Bar, by whom be is universally held 

have always felt surprise that it should 

any Lord Chancellor that Mr. Hasrmyas possesses in 
degree the qualifications for an tj 


THE BANKERS, whose leaders are not afflicted bps Tag 
mise mania, pelle greg A Mie lag: Ca 
Registry with regard to the Land Transfer On the 8th 
i Law, the following clause 


inst., in the Committee on 
wos moved by the Beluiben eaieel and Goa te, 
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“ Every registered proprietor of land may c it, in favour of a 

building society under the Building Societies Acts, by means of a mort- 

in a form authorized by the rules of that rociety, and the mortgage 
Shall be deemed acharge made in the prescribed manner, and ehall 


registered according!y.’’ 

It now only remains for someone of influence (not a victim to 
the compromise mania) to a that anyone may transfer 
land in any manner he thinks fit, and then we shall have the 
process rendered complete whereby the Land Registry Office 
will be reduced to its proper function of a more fee-collecting 
institution. 





WE ane glad to see that the Attorney-General has secured 
the omission from the Workmen (Compensation for —— 
Bill of the clause which prohibited the employment of cou 
or solicitors in proceedings under the Act “‘ except by the leave 
of the court or arbitrator, or on any appeal to the Court of 
Appeal.” As originally propored, indeed, the clause did not 
contain the words we have quoted, and it would have cut off 
from arbitrators and county court judges all legal assistance, 
and would have effected a startling innovation in the practice of 
the Court of Appeal. But, with the words, the clause was 
accepted by the Government and there was a considerable 
chance of its becoming law. It is not surprising that the 
Attorney-General has received, so he states, many representa- 
tions both on behalf of workmen and of county court judges 

inst the insertion of the clause. The main provision of the 
Bill, giving workmen injured by accident a general claim 
against the employer for an amount of compensation regulated 
by a scale, may appear simple; but the Act is a novel 
experiment in legislation, and’ it is safe to predict that 
its application will raise many difficult questions. More- 
over, under the option which pplaintifis will have of 
ing in an arbitration under the Act the ordinary civil 
liability of an employer in default, the whole law of employer 
and workmen will become applicable. To exclude the assistance 
of lawyers would have gravely derogated from the efficieney-of 
the arbitration, and would have had the further result of ae 
up a class of unqualified practitioners whose employment woul 
not have tended to the diminution of expense. Mr. Cuamser- 
tary has had the courage to confess that he has changed his 
mind since he gave the clatse his sanction. He was one of 


those, he says, who thought, perhaps rather hastily, that costs | ; 


would be reduced by excluding the legal profession. He now 
looks to effect this object by subjecting costs to rules of court. 
The history of the clause in the House of Commons exhibits 
— ignorance of the functions which lawyers discharge in a 
civilized country, and its fate will be a useful warning against 
any future attempt to interfere with the natural process of 


settling disputes. 


Tue case of Mrs. Carew, who was tried at Yokohama recently 
for the murder of her husband, has been the occasion of an 
interesting decision as to the position of British subjects resident 
abroad in countries where the Queen is by treaty entitled to 
exercise jurisdiction. The trial took place before a judge and a 
jury of five persons, and Mrs. Carew was convicted and sen- 
tenced to death, a sentence which was afterwards reduced to 
imprisonment with hard labour for life. It has now been con- 
tended, on an application to the Privy Council for —_ leave 
to against the verdict and sentence, that . Carew, 

liable to be tried by the British court in Japan, was en- 
titled to be tried by a jury of twelve. Some foundation is 
afforded for the contention by the terms of the treaty with Japan 
of 1858, under which the Queen is empowered to try British 
subjects residing in Japan “ ing to the laws of Great 
Britain.” But this provision only regulates the right of juris- 
diction as between the Queen and the Japanese Government. 
As between the Queen and British subjects the matter depends 


on the Foreign Jurisdiction Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 37), which, 
after reiting fiat tho Cueer her treaty and otherwise jurisdic- 
tion within divers foreign countries, provides, by section 1, that she 
eet iction “‘in the same and as ample a manner 
as uired 


her Maj ired that jurisdiction by the cession or 
esto tA ” This, os ths heed anastion observed, 





gives the Queen in foreign countries where she has jurisdiction 





the powers of a conqueror, not of a constitutional sovereign. 
She can make, therefore, any regulations she pleases for the 
exercise of the jurisdiction, and she was empowered to make 
the Order in Council-under which the jury of five persons was 
constituted for the British Court in Japan. Practicaliy, of 
course, it is essential that there should be power to depart from 
the usages of English law. It might well be difficult to 
procure a jury of twelve pérsons, and it is more important to 
preserve the institution of trial by jury than to insist on a 
uniform number for its members. The alternative for British 
subjects resident abroad would be trial by the foreign Power, 
and this the jury of five enables them to avoid. 





Tuere 1s considerable speculation as to what changes in the 
law, if any, will be recommended by the Committee of the 
House of Commons which has been investigating the subject of 
money-lending. Many serious abuses, the existence of which 
was well known to most solicitors, have been dragged into the 
light of publicity. No doubt much cruel ay gre is practised 
every day, under the protection of the law, by a certain class of 
money-lenders. There seems little chance, however, that the 
old laws against usury, or anything at all resembling them, will 
ever be revived. The statute 37 Hen. 8, c. 9, Timited the 
interest recoverable on a loan to 10 per cent. per annum. This 
Act was in the next reign, but was revived again by 
the Act 13 Eliz. c. 8, which speaks of it as a ‘‘good Act” by 
which “ the vice of usury was well repressed.” In the reign of 
James I, the maximum rate of interest recoverable was reduced 
to 8 per cent. In the reign of Cuartzs II, it was further 
reduced to 6 ; and, finally, in the reign of Annz to 5 per cent. 
By all these statutes, too, a person taking a greater interest 
than the highest allowed by the law is made liable to a penalty. 
The statute 17 & 18 Vict. c. 90, however, repeals all laws 
— ¢ usury, and since it became law the amount of interest 
which can be recovered bya lender depends entirely on the 
contract between the parties, and is quite independent of any 
legal maximum rate. It was held, however, in the well-known 
case of The Earl of Aylesford v. Morris (21 W. R. 424, L. RB. 8 


Ch. 484) that the repeal of the Jaws against usury has in ne 
expectant heirs from unconscionable bargains, where advantage 


he youth, inexperience, 
Srsons could to-day be 
gal maximum of interest 
recoverable. It seems quite possible, however, to extend the 
principle of this case, and to give to all courts before which 
claims for exorbitant interest on money lent are prosecuted 
jurisdiction to relieve the borrower from the high rate of 
interest he has agreed to pay wheneyer the judge is satisfied 
that unfair and oppressive advantage had been taken of the 
borrower’s necessities, weakness, or ignorance in order to extort 
from him the promise on which he is being sued. An Act 
giving the yp. range power would not be likely to interfere 
with the just claims of persons lending money bond fide at high 
interest and great risk, but would be a formidable weapon with 
which to meet the ordinary money-lender. 













Once carn the court has been asked to decide upon the 
difficulties caused by the strange use of the words “single 
private drain ” in section 19 of the Public Health Acts Amend- 
ment Act, 1890. Under the principal Act, the Pablic Health 
Act, 1875, the distinction between ‘‘drain” and “sewer’’ is 
clear—“ drain” being used to denote a drain used for the drain- 
age of one building only, or premises within the same curtilage, 
and “sewer” being confined to drains used for the drainage of 
two or more buildings. But section 19 of the Act of 1890 
provides that ‘‘ where two or more houses belonging to different 
owners are connected with a public sewer by a single private 
drain,” the local authority may take certain steps for abating a 
nuisance arisi that*drain, and the owners are made 
liable to pay costs of the works; and for the 

urposes of that section “the ‘drain’ includes a 
Sleaeed de the inage of more than one building.” The 
Act is, however, to be read as one with the Public Health Acts 
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(including the Act of 1875), and where not inconsistent with the 
context, “drain” and “sewer” aro to have the same meaning 
as in those Acts. Great difficulty has been caused by the con- 
flicting decisions as to what is a ‘‘single private drain” con- 
necting two or more houses with a sewer. Self v. Hove Commis- 
sioners (1895, 1 Q. B. 685) is admittedly irreconcileable with 
Hill v. Hare (ibid., 906). But these two cases were fully 
considered by a strong court in Bradford v. Mayor of Eastbourne 
(1896, 2 Q. B, 205), and preference was given to Self v. Hove 
Commissioners, the decision being that section 19 of the Act of 
1890 applies to a drain constructed in private pro prior to, 
as well as after, the passing of that Act. The Zastbourne 
case has now been followed by Cave and Ruivtey, JJ., in 
Seal v. Merthyr Tydfil District Council, and the law may be 
taken to be settled. A private drain cannot by the terms 
of section 19 of the Act of 1890 mean a drain belonging 
to one owner, for the private drain dealt with by the section 
is one which connects houses belonging to different owners. 
Cave, J., has ventured to define “private drain” as used 
in the section with greater precision than has been attempted 
in any of the earlier cases. ‘‘It must,” he says, “be con- 
structed in private ground, to which the public have no 
access,” the object of the section being to relieve the public 
from paying for that which they are not entitled to use. It is 
unfortunate that in two Acts in pari materia, such asthe Public 
Health Acts of 1875 and 1890, the same word should have such 
different meanings, and some amendment of the definition in 
the earlier Act would seem to be desirable. 





A pornt of great importance to Roman Oatholics lately came 
before Mr. Francis at the South-Western Police Court. The 
father of a deaf and dumb child was summoned under the 
Elementary Education (Blind and Deaf Children) Act, 1893, for 
neglecting to send his child to school. He is a Roman Catholic, 
desires his child to be educated in a school in which 
religious instruction is given in accordance with the doctrines of 
that Church. The School Board offered to board out the child 
with a Roman Catholic famiiy residing near one of its schools 
in which such children are taught, but refused, on the ground 
of the great expense, the request of the father to send the child 
to a school in Yorkshire for deaf and dumb children of the 
Roman Catholic faith. The father refused to allow his child to 
to be boarded out with a family or to attend a secular school, 
and so the Board insisted that the child should be sent daily to 
a certain Board school in London where provision is made for 
the instruction of children similarly afflwted. Now, the Act 
under which these proceedings were taken for the first time 
makes it obligatory upon a parent to have his deaf and dumb 
child properly educated, and provides that the fact that there is 
no nblic elementary school at which the child can be received 
within a reasonable distance of the child’s residence shall not 
be an excuse for failing to have the child so educated. It also 
allows the school authority of a district to make ents 
for the boarding out of a child near to a certified school where 
proper instruction can be obtained, and the mt may be 
compelled to contribute to the expense of so doing. The Act 

er provides that in selecting a school the school authori 


shall be guided by the rules laid down in the Industrial | Pequest, 
Schools Act, 1866, and that, if possible, the child shall be England 
’ 


boarded with a person belonging to the religious persua- 
sion of its parent. Section 50 “of the last-mentioned Act 
ives the t of any child about to be sent to an 
ustrial school which is not conducted in accordance with 
the religious persuasion to which a child belongs, the right 
to name a certified school which is conducted in accordance 
with such persuasion, and to insist upon the child being sent to 
that schoo! if the managers thereof are willing to receive the 
child. The father of the child in question apparently considered, 
on the strength of these provisions, that he was entitled to name 
the school in Yorkshire, which is a properly-qualified school 
conducted on Roman Mery ar and to tnsist upon his 
child being sent there. On the wording of the Acts, it looks 
very much as if he were right in his contention. On the other 
hand, however, it seems a that the t of every deaf 
and dumb or blind child in London should be able to require 


of the country at the public this were the 
cubdded whieh tae Usen, anit in tho monepsle tare 
instruction of afflicted children would become almost useless, for 


probably most of the poorer classes would prefer to have 
Ehoir children fake entirely of their hands aad well treated 
oe ae eee oe of having to conduct 

em every day one of the centres, which must often 
be a long distance from their homes. 
by the magistrate, who made an order for the child to be 
sent to one of these centres. He, however, consented to state 
a case for the opinion of oe See amt, ann no doubt it 
question upon which much can be said on each side, and which 
ought to be definitely settled. 


This was the view taken 





Saturday last ( 


was foun 


C 
reported in 
ded by the will of a testatrix who died at the ond of 


An tvporTAnNT decision as to the effect of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894, upon the management and control 
charities was given by Norru, J., in Re Mary Ross’s 


of - 
ity, on 
here). The charity i 


the last century, and it consisted of a payment of £3 a year, to 


be 


churchwardens of the 


paid “on the feast of St. Thomas the 


Apostle” to the 
of Bishop’s Hatfield to be = 


out by them in the of clothing for six old and 
widows of the i page # sce. we: to those who, not being 
disabled by infirmity or ees, were most constant in th 
attendance on “‘ the pu 


services of the church.” The ques- 
esiastical withi 


tion was whether this was ‘ ecel ” withia 
the meaning of the Act, so that the parish council could 
appoint trustees to act in its administration in li 
urchwardens. The lengthy definition (if it can be called a 
definition) of ‘‘ ecclesiastical charity” given in the 


eu of the 


in 


tion clause (section 75) of the Act es a charity the endow- 
ment of which is held “for the benefit of any particular 
church or denomination, or of any members thereof as such.” 


The parish council and the ch 


wardens having been unable 


to agree as to whether the Ross Charity fell within this descrip- 
tion or not, referred the matter to the Charity Commissioners, 
who decided that it did not, and that an —— of trustees 


th i uincil in th 
wal” Sir avatar goo 


valid. 
ap 





and ‘N 


churchwardens was 
tion by way of 












of 
presented 








. » 4 U 1 th pont inition. 
Probably most laymen would have come to a different conclu- 
sion, and there is little doubt that the intention of the testatrix 
has not been followed in the decision which has been given; 
the language in which the bequest is couched is the 


a Churchwoman who desires that in the distribution 


of 
her 


charity a preference shall be given to her co-religionists. No 


other interpretation would agree with the form of the 


with 


“the churchwardens” for its administrators, “ St. 's 
Day” as the date of its distribution, and regular “ attendance 


on the public services of the church” as a special qualification 

for its recipients. It is, he ; b) hat the 

the founder is to be faed in ¢ it 
moi T 0 ity = eg v. Calvert, 23 ; 

no dow 





By, an 
rule. In his method of construing the actual words of 
and his refusal to draw therefrom any inference li 
class of recipients to members of 
the learned judge is not upon such safe 
is wp deus tevin t ane CREE eens a eee 
December 


of 










ynar) 
d there is 


cIisTrec’ 









t that the present case fell within 


Eek 


? 
. 


af 
es 


church is not made a condition of receiving the ; but it 
may well be argued that these are indications shew that 
the gift was intended to be a charity for the benefit of members 
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perish, as such, are, either alone or jointly with any other 
persons, trustees of any parochial charity,” and it continues: 
‘ when the charity is not an ecclesiastical charity this enactment 
shall apply as if the churchwardens as such were specified 
therein ome nor the ge pe ol was contended Ae at the 
meaning of the latter part of the clause was to give the power 
of a tment to the parish countil only in cases where the 
churchwardens as well as overseers were named as trustees by 
the instrument creating the charity; and that consequently in 
the present case the power was not conferred, the church- 
wardens only, and not the churchwardens and overseers, having 
been named as trustees. Oountenance is lent to this view by 
the fact that in other parts of the Act (notably in section 6) a 
distinction is drawn between “overseers” and ‘‘church- 
wardens and overseers.’’ But Norrn, J., decided that the last 

ph of the clause was to be read as if the words were 
“‘where the churchwardens as such are, either alone or jointly 
with any other persons, trustees of any parochial non-ecclesias- 
tical charity,” &c., repeating, in fact, the words of the earlier 
oe of the clause, with the substitution of “churchwardens” 
or ‘‘ overseers,” and the insertion of the word “‘ non-ecclesias- 
tical” before ‘‘charity.”” This construction certainly seems to 
be more reasonable than that contended for by the appellants, 
though it is not altogether free from doubt. 





Tue House of Lords Select Committee on the Companies Bill 
have at length resumed their sittings, and have taken the 
evidence of Mr. Cuartzes Wooitey on behalf of the Institute 
of Secretaries, and of Mr. Srantzy Bovtrer, the chairman of 
the Law Debenture Corporation. Mr. Wootzzy took the usual 
objection to clause 10, which requires that a director shall shew 
reasonable care and prudence—or, to use the word which will 
probably be substituted for prudence, diligence—in the exercise 
of his powers, but the case he put, of a director who has been sent 
to look after the interests of his company on the Continent failing 
to keep himself conversant at the same time with affairs at home, 
is clearly not relevant. As the Lord Chancellor pointed out, 
there would under such circumstances be no failure to use 
reasonable care and diligence, and indeed it seems difficult to 
instance a case in which a director who really undertakes the 
oversight for which he is paid need be afraid of the 
words. More to the point were the witness’s objections to 
the personal liability of directors (under clause 11) for 
engagements entered into by the company when there 
is no reasonable or probable ground of expectation that the 
company will be able to meet them. Reasonable or probable 

of expection is a very vague matter, and the considera- 

ions which influence a director, who is trying, perhaps, on what 
he conceives to be adequate grounds to retrieve the position of 
a sraneny which has met with disaster, may differ very much 
from those which influence a jury who know that the attempt 
has met with failure. The committee are still labouring with 
the question how the inclusion in a prospectus of every material 
contract and fact is to be reconciled with the possibilities of the 
case. Mr. Woorrzy would limit them to “those material 
contracts aud facts which directly relate to the formation or 
sera pa of the company,” but it may be doubted whether the 
tation is effective. Perhaps it is not generally realized that 

an ordinary investor cannot give, and does not desire to give, 
that attention to the details of the proposed venture which he 
would give to the details of a business in which he is himself 
principally interested. He is content to receive a fair statement 
of the facts which indicate the probability of the success of the 
company, and such a statement is all that the prospectus should 
be required to contain. Mr. Wootzey was able to afford the 
committee practical information as to the inconvenience and 
uselessness of the present annual returns of shareholders, and 
og @ system less onerous, but equally effective, will be 





Tag xvipEnce of Mr. Srantzy Bourrer was directed to the 
maintenance of debentures. At present there is no pro- 
posal in the Companies Bill for any interference with Y oxo 
except by the requirement of registration. Every mortgage or 
charge for the p of securing any issue of debentures, and 
any mortgage or ge on waned or unpaid capital, and a 





‘eight weeks—from 


floating charge on the ing or of the com : 
is, under clause 20, made void t the liquidator and crodtion 
of the company unless regi within seven days. This isa 


provision which will be an ye pgs protection to unsecured 
creditors and with which it be 1 Mee to comply, 
and Mr. Sranztzy Bovutrrze, thoy he grumbled at its 
stringency, and would have pref to place a penalty for 
delay on the officers responsible, did not take serious objection 
to it. He occupied himself chiefly with criticisms on Lord 
Justice Linp.Ey’s objections to floating charges and Mr. Justice 
Romer’s objections to charges on uncalled capital, stated at a 
previous meeting of the Committee. Undoubtedly both classes 
of charge may result in disappointment to the unsecured 
creditor; but the unsecured creditor is not altogether 
blind when he goes into the business. The creditors of a ee 
company, observed Mr. Srantey Bovutrer, are not people w. 
keep small shops. They are La iv of large industrial 
undertakings, and are perfectly well able to take care of them- 
selves and to get all the information they desire. On the other 
hand, account has to be taken of the enormous facilities which 
pines oa Buys rv raising prec a which = 
or the purpose of sound undertakings. : 
met ve a recent Ec i in which the Manchester, Shef- 
field, and Lincolnshire Railway Co. were able to obtain on 
advantageous terms. £1,000,000 for new rolling stock by the 
creation of an intermediate company, which raised the mon 
on debentures charged (inter alia) on £800,000 of 
capital. The floating charge and the charge on uncalled capital 
have grown up under the sanction of the courts, and have 
found to be of too great benefit in the gre wear of company 
enterprise for them to be seriously interfered with. Un- 
doubtedly abuses have existed in connection with debentures, 
but in Mr. Srantzy Bovutrer’s opinion they are insignificant 
compared with the interests involved. 





THERE was an interesting little ceremony on Monday evening 
last, when the former pupils of Mr. Jonny Wuirzxxap, of the 
Conveyancing Bar, entertained him at dinner at the Café 
Monico, under the presidency of Mr. Szsasriay, of the Equity 
Bar, in celebration of the fiftieth anniversary of Mr. Wuirte- 
HEAD’s call to the Bar. After dinner Mr. WurrexEApD was pre- 
sented with a handsome silver bowl and four accompen a 
silver flower vases for table, in recognition of the goodwill a 
esteem for him felt by his pupils. 





THE LONG VACATION. 


Tue resolution in regard to the Long Vacation which was 
seesite by a large majority at the annual general meeting of the 
corpo 





rated Law Society is at variance with the previous 
resolution of the society, but it is more practical, and it should 
be possible to carry into effect the very necessary and very mode- 
rate alteration which it pro . Five years ago the society at 
the Norwich meetin a resolution in favour of total abo- 
lition of the Long Vacation, allowing cessation from work only 
during the last week in August and the first week in September; 
with a proviso that each officer of the court, from the highest te 
the lowest, should by rotation have a long vacation, at a conve- 
nient period during the year, to be arranged by the heads of de- 
ents. But upon these lines the Council of the society found 

it impracticable to work, and the limited scheme they pro 

for carrying on the administrative business of the High 
during the Long Vacation came to nothing. On the present 
occasion the society have adopted the more feasible scheme of 
shortening the Long Vacation, and of making it begin at % 
period convenient to the overwhelming majority of persons whe 
are interested. As originally Mr. Monton’s resolu- 
tion ran: “That, in the opinion of this eee the priate 
of the Long Vacation should be maintained, its d y 
being reduced to eight weeks—from the first Monday im 


August to the last Saturday in September.” As finally 

the resolution omitted the reference to the principle of the Long 
Vacation, and affirmed merely its redaction: ‘‘That, in the 
opinion of this society, the Long Vacation should be reduced to 
onday in August to the last 
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Saturday in September.” Before passing this resolution the 
meeting had rejected Mr. Panxer’s amendment that the vacation 
should last from the Ist of August to the 15th of September, 
and had also rejected Mr. Forp’s amendment : ‘‘ That all chamber 
work in the High Court of Justice ought to during the 
Long Vacation without interruption, just as it does during the 
sittings of the said court, except for a period of one month, 
during which chamber work should be restricted as it at present 
is during the entire vacation.” 

We hope that the Council will take steps to secure speedy 
effect for the resolution of the society. Theoretically, it may be 
that the courts ought to be open, like banks and pr business 
institutions, all the year round; but the decision of cases differs 
from ordinary business in the number of persons whose presence 
is required, and, since holidays there must be, it is more con- 
venient to have a common time for them fixed. If the courts 
were open in August and September, they would be, as was 

inted out at the meeting, assailed by continual applications 
for the postponement of trials on the ground of absence of 
counsel, or witnesses, or parties. But, assuming that there is to 
be a common holiday, it should not be of inordinate length, and 
it should be fixed at a time to suit the general convenience. 
both these — the present Long Vacation is wrong. Till 
1883 it lasted from the 10th of August to the 2nd of November. 
In that year the judges gave a reluctant assent to curtail it by 
making it begin on the 12th of August and end on the 24th of 
October. But, save for an inconsiderable minority, it would be 
far more convenient for it to begin at the commencement of 
August, and the present period of ten weeks and more is quite 
unjustifiable. There are many reasons—not the least being the 
disturbance of the bank holiday—which require that persons 
who desire to avail themselves of the Long Vacation should be 
at liberty at the beginning of August, and by October the courts 
should be at full work again. 

It wasa mistake that the society did not deal comprehensively 
with the question and adopt some scheme for the continuance of 
chamber work such as that embodied in Mr. Forp’s amendment. 
The total cessation of chamber business, save such as the 
officials choose to regard as urgent, for a long period, is pro- 
ductive of great inconvenience, and there are no reasons which 
necessitate the same length of vacation in chambers as in court. 
A vacation of a month would be ample, and though this might 
necessitate. special arrangements with the existing staff, there 
would be no difficulty in making future appointments on the 
footing of a vacation of that length. This is sufficient for pro- 
fessional men generally, whether lawyers or not, and it should 
be suffiicient for the officials of the court. 

However, the Council of the Incorporated Law Society have 
received no mandate to press for any special reduction of the 
vacation in respect of chamber work. Their course is, perhaps, 
all the clearer with regard to the actual object of the resolution. 
The machinery for carrying it into effect is simple enough. 
Under section 27 of the J ms Na Act, 1878, any change in 
vacations is made by the Queen in Council upon the recom- 
mendation of the Council of Judges, and with the consent of the 
Lord Chancellor. But it is easier to point to the i 
than to set it in motion. Three years ago the Council approached 
the then Lord Chancellor on the subject of the continuance of 
the administrative business of the courts during the 
Vacation, but the privileges of the Chancery judges ap 
moe attacked, and nothin oe Ry the ¢ occasion, 
what is required can only be effect e@ ju passing a 
self-denying ordinance, and that they wi connie a 80 if is 
impossible to predict. It cannot be doubted, however, that the 
question of the Long Vacation will have to be settled before 
long, and it will be a pity if the Lord Chancellor and the jud 
do not avail themselves of the present very moderate resolution 
of the Incorporated Law Society as an occasion for making the 


necessary change. 








RECENT HIGHWAY CASES. 


Two cases of importance to county councils and other highway 
authorities haye recently come before the Court of Ap In 


employer of the contractors liable for 


was as to the liability for the damage done to a main road by 


ety ” within the mi of section 23 of the 
Highwa Locomotives (Amendment 1878. The 
a t was carrying out ns park and 
house, and he obtained materials as bricks, cement, and 


gravel for the works in the following way: ha approved a 
sample of the materials, he required a to be named for 
them delivered free at his park, and on the price being agreed 
upon, he ordered the contractor to deliver the materials accord- 
ingly. They were then brought tothe park by means of traction 
engines used by the contractors. The county council took ee 
ceedings before the magistrates to recover from the eppel t 
the amount of the ex incurred by them, as the road 
authority, by reason of the damage caused to the main road by 
reason of the carriage of the building materials to the appel- 
lant’s park along that road, and they alleged that this traffic 
was “extraordinary traffic” and that the appellant was the 
ceong “by whose order” it was conducted and therefore 
iable under the section already referred to. 

The proceedings have run a strange and devious course. The 
magistrates fo both points in favour of the county council ; 


In | this decision was reversed by quarter sessions on the ground 


that, although the traffic was extraordinary, the appellant was 
not the venta by whose order it was conducted. A Divisional 
Court (Cavz and Wu11s, JJ.) took a different view, and restored 
the decision of the sessions ; the Court of Appeal (Lord 
Esuer, M.R., and Riosy, L.J., Lorzs, L.J., dissenting) set 
aside the judgment of the Divisional Court, so that the decision 
of the quarter sessions stands. 

The sole question before the Court of Appeal was whether the 
extraordinary traffic (which was admitted) was conducted by the 
order of Lord Gzrarp or of his contractors or of both. It is 
obvious that but for Lord Gznarn’s orders the materials never 
would have been carried .to the at all; it was also the 
fact that he did not ibe the road or the method by 
which they were to carried, but as to the latter it 
appeared that it would not have been practicable to deliver 
them at the ae except by the use of traction 
engines. The rule 
Appeal is that, where a person > 
him along a certain road and the order is obeyed, with the 
consequence that extraordinary traffic ensues, the —— giving 
the order (and possibly the contractor also) is liable for the } 
damage to the road ; but that, where the order is simply to carry 
the goods without specifying the road, the contractor, and not the { 
person giving the order, is liable for the damage if the conse- | 
quent traffic be extraordinary. This decision is in ¢ 
with the views of Lord Cozseres, 0.J., and Maruew, J., in 
Lapthorn v. Harvey se J. P. 709), and differs from those of 
Lusn and Bowen, JJ., in Williams v. Davies (44 J. P. 347). 
Lorzs, L.J., who dissented from the judgment of the majority, 
would read the words ‘‘ by whose order” as ‘‘in cons uence of 
whose order,” and would thus make the principal liable in all 
cases where the haulage is done by contract. 

The practical di which local authorities will feel in 
estimating the effect of the decision in Lord Gerard's case is that 
in very many instances it will make it impossible to obtain any 
recoupment at all for the damage caused by the y 
traffic. For it frequently happens—and it was so in Lord 
Gerard's case—that a number of contractors are employed 
and it is only when the whole operation cond’ 
by them is considered that “ i traffic” is arrived at 
no one of them by himself is ble for the traffic caused 
by the joint operations of and his brother contractors, 
and there is therefore no one whom the highway authority can 
saddle with the costs incurred. On the other hand, it would be 
from the = law to make the 

C) 


particular manner in 


| 


be 


which had been declared to be a main road 





Lord Gerard y, Kent County Council (45 W. R. 581) the question such 


“~ 


(i 


id down by the majority of the Court of , " - 
another to with the | 
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road or to the sea-wall or esplanade. The road in this case had 
not under the control of the county council, the local 
board (now the district council) having elected to retain it 
under section 11 (2) of the Local Government Act, 1888, but the 
county council was under that enactment bound to make an 
annual payment towards the costs of maintenance, repair, and 
reasonable improvement. The amount of the payment, if not 
agreed upon, was to be determined “‘ by arbitration of the Local 
Government Board.” Dispute having arisen as to the liability 
of the county council to contribute for the purposes of repairing 
the sea-wall and esplanade, a submission to arbitration was, at 
the request of the al Government Board, executed by both 

ies, and that Board sent an inspector to hold a local inquiry 
into the matter. The case first came before the court on an 
application that the inspector should be ordered to state a case 
i the Arbitration Act, 1889; the oo was op 
by the Local Government Board, but the court held that the 
matter was an arbitration, and that a case must therefore be 
stated (43 W. R. 601). 

This decision was evidently disagreeable to the Government 
Department, and we find accordingly that soon after it was 
given recourse was had to Parliament, and a short Act was 
passed whereby the Board were empowered to determine 
questions arising under section 11 of the Local Government Act, 
1888, “either as arbitrators or otherwise at the option of the 
Board ” (Local Government (Determination of Differences) Act, 
1896). This Act did not, of course, touch the Sandgate case, 
and the case stated by order of the court came up for decision. 
The Divisional Court held that the esplanade and sea-wall were 

of the main road, and that the county council were liable 
to contribute to their repair. This decision has been reversed 
by the Court of Appeal, and few will be disposed to quarrel with 
a decision which casts upon the inhabitants of a watering-place 
the cost of maintaining a structure which was no doubt designed 
to increase the amenities of the locality, and can in no sense be 
considered to be for the benefit of the inhabitants of the county 
at large. The case turned upon its own facts and is not of very 
wide ap lication, but its history is instructive ; it is not common 
for | tion to arise out of a case before the main point for 
decision has even come before the courts. 





LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


EmpiLoyers’ Liasitity.—The debate on the report.of the Work- 
men (Compensation for Accidents) Bill has resulted in the adoption 
of numerous amendments. Clause 1 still opens with the original 
provision that ‘‘if, in any employment to which this Act applies, 
personal injury by accident arising out of and in the course of the 
em ent is caused to a workman, his employer shall, subject as 
hereinafter mentioned, be liable to pay compensation in accordance 
with the first schedule to this Act.”’ 'o this has been added, on the 
motion of the Home Secretary, a clause providing that ‘‘ where the 
injury was caused under circumstances creating a legal liability in 
some other than the employer to pay damages inr i 
ther = workman may, + his option, ——, vga at law 
against person to recover damages or against his employer for 
compensation under this Act, but not carom both, and if compen 
tion be paid under this Act the employer shall be entitled to be 
indemnified by the said other person.” Thus an alternative proce- 
dure is — cases where the accident is due to the default of some 
person than the employer. So far as regards the employer 
compensation is payable, whether he is in default or not; but sub- 
clause (2) ( ) of clause 1 preserves the ordinary civil liability of an 
employer where the injury has been caused by the ‘‘ personal negli- 
gence or wilful act” of himself or of some person for whom he is 
responsible. In such a case, according to an amendment added in 
committee, the amount of dam may, at the option of the plain- 
tiff, be settled either by arbitration or in the ordinary forum. The 
employer, however, is not to be liable to pay compensation both 

tly of and also under the Act. An amendment moved by 
Mr. Cripps, which would have — the workman in all cases 
to resort to arbitration, was rej - To provide for the case where 
a workman has erroneously brought an action instead of ape 
by arbitration under the Act, an amendment moved by Sir M. W. 
Rizey, that ‘‘if an action is a to recover es indepen- 
pn of this Act for reeg be: by any accident, and it is deter- 

in such action that the injury is one for which com 

ought to have been claimed under this Act, the action shall not be 
‘dismissed, but the damages recovered from the employer shall not 





exceed the compensation payable under this Act,” was to. 
And, as a further amendment, Sir A. Forwoop procured the inser 
tion of the words: ‘‘ Provided that where in any action brought to 
recover pape independently of this Act for injury caused by 
accident it is determined that the compensation ought to have been 
claimed under this Act, the costs incurred in defending such action 
may be deducted from the amount of compensation so payable.” 
An amendment to clause 1, adopted on the motion of Mr. Pavnans, 
preserves the right of inspectors of factories to recover ties 
under section 82 of 41 & 42 Vict. c. 16, it Lary | provided, however, 
that where such penalties have been applied for the benefit of the 
person injured they are to be taken into account in fixing the 
amount of compensation under the Act. The clause added in com- 
mittee, which excludes compensation in cases where the accident is 
solely attributable to the serious and wilful misconduct of the 
workman, has been retained in the Bill (clause 1, sub-clause (2) (c) ). 

Clause 1, sub-clause (3), has been amended so as to provide that 


posed | proceedings under the Act are not to be maintainable unless notice of 


the accident has been given as soon as practicable after the happen- 
ing thereof and before the workman has voluntarily left the employ- 
ment, and the claim for compensation has been made within six 
months from the occurrence of the accident, or, in case of death, 
within six months from the time of death. It is provided, however, 
that the want of notice is not to be a bar to the maintenance of pro- 
ceedings if it is found in the pen. for settling the claim that 
the employer is not prejudiced in his defence by the absence of such 
notice, or that such absence was occasioned by mistake or other 
reasonable cause. 

By clause 1, sub-clause (4), contracting out is allowed where a 
scheme of compensation or insurance is certified by the Registrar of 
Friendly Societies to be on the whole not less favourable to the work- 
men than the provisions of the Act; but, according to an amendment 
made in committee, no scheme is to be so certified which contains an 
obligation upon the workmen to join the scheme as a condition of 
their hiring. On the report s Mr. Woops moved a further 
amendment that ‘‘no scheme s be so certified unless the said 
scheme has been approved of, as ascertained by ballot vote of a 
majority of the workmen under that employer, and under rules made 
by the regi as to how, when, and where the said ballot vote 
shall be taken,” but the amendment was negatived. The same sub- 
clause provides that ‘‘if the fands under any such scheme are not 
sufficient to meet the compensation payable thereout the emplo 
shall be liable to make pny the amount of compensation which 
would be payable under this Act.”” Mr. WoLFF moved to omit this 
proviso, but the amendment was a same and the employer is 
re: to guarantee, therefore, the sufficiency of the compensation 

and, 

In committee new clauses were introduced with reference to sub- 
contracting and to the liability of a contractor for extraneous work. 
The latter of these was struck out on the report stage. The former 
provides that “‘where any person in the execution of any work 
within the scope of his trade or business, and for the purpose of 
executing such work, is in occupation of or has control over the 
or premises in or upon which such work is to be done, he shall 

liable to any workman engaged in the execution of the work 
therein or thereupon for the amount of any claim which such work- 
man may have under this Act, or in respect of personal pe. ar or 
wilful act independently of this Act, against any sub-contrac- 
tor.” : 

On the report s the House adhered to the amendment by 
which clause 5, which makes the Act apply to employment — 8 
railway, factory, mine, quarry, or engineering work, was ex to 
include employment on any building exceeding 30 feet in height 
which is being constructed, demolished, or repaired by means of & 
scaffolding, or on which i is being used, but declined 
various other proposed extensions of the operation of the Act. 

In the first schedule, which deals with the scale and conditions of 
compensation, an amendment was introduced on the motion of Mr. 
SzTon-Kare that “any workman claiming com tion under this 
Act shall, if so required by the employer, from time to time submit 
himself for examination by a duly qualified medical practitioner pro- 
vided ad pe for by the employer. If the workman refuses to sub- 
mit hi f to such examination, or otherwise obstructs the same, 
his right to such weekly payments shall be suspended until such 
examination has taken place”; and there was added the proviso 
“that if the workman objects to such examination he may appeal 
to the arbitrator, whose decision shall be final.” 

In the second schedule, which prescribes the procedure upon 
arbitrations, the Attorney-General —_ the omission of the 
clause introduced in comiitteo prohibiting the employment of 
solicitors or counsel in any p under the Act, except by 
leave of the court or arbitrator, or on appeals to the Court of Appeal : 


but he accepted an amendment moved by Mr. McKenna that ‘in any 
arbitration under this Act any party may appear by any person duly 
appointed on his behalf.” 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LONG VACATION, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—As one of the members of the Incorporated Law Society 
present at the meeting on the 9th inst., I should like to say that, 
from no fault of the Council, the debate on the above subject does no 

rticular credit to the logic or clearness of mind of the members. 
i woul serve no useful purpose to analyse and discuss the various 
motions before the meeting, nor to dwell upon the , or want 
of it, which characterised the discussion. I do not Believe that there 
was any particular demand for any interference with things as they 
are, and certainly none of the arguments based on so-called loss of 
business by reason of the _—— length of the vacation seemed to 
bring tears to the eyes of the members who heard them. 

The fact is, that business which, according to Master Macdonnell’s 
statistics, is leaving us is doing so because of the irritating and 
ridiculous expense and delay of litigation, not such delay as is caused 
by vacations, but the dela omek t by Common Law and Chancery 
clerks not pushing on with their actions when Abuses of 

ractice are constantly being exposed; take, for example, the 
innumerable and scandalous summonses for i , on which 
Lindley, L.J., made some scathing and well-deserved criticisms the 
other day. 

Depend upon it that the remarks of Mr. Walter are the only 
remarks on the subject which will Lge to most people. There 
must be vacations, and they should take place at the same time. 
As to the length of the vacation, I would , as a fair and 
practical compromise, that the vacation should remain at its present 
length, but that in order to give clerks no excuse for not attending 
appointments immediately on the opening of the courts, the offices 
should be o for a week before the 24th of October, and that 
matters pending should proceed, and appointments should be given 
and taken on and from the 24th, instead of, as at present, for the 
week or fortnight after the 24th. 

As Mr. Keene said about legal education, let us give up ‘‘ crying 
for the moon” and let our clerks push on their actions with less 
delay, observe greater punctuality in keeping their appointments, fewer 
summonses only issued for the purpose of annoying the other side 
and making costs, and generally a ter desire to bring the 
quarrel to an early issue at a reasonable cost, and we shall find the 
terrors of the Long Vacation vanish and our business revive. 

ENQUIRER. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


HESTON AND ISLEWORTH URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL v. GROUT. 
No. 2. 9th July. 


Locat GovERNMENT—Expenses or Szswertno, &c.—Sratute, Rerzat or— 
Aportion or Repgauinc Actr—Intsrpreration Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vicr. 
c. 63), s. 388—Pustic Heattu Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), ss. 150, 
151, 257—Norics unpgr Sxcrion 150—Parivatz Srasers Works Act, 
1892 (55 & 56 Vicr. c. 57), ss. 25, 34—Errecr or Aportion or Privatz 
Srrzers Worxs Act, 1892, arrsr A. NoTicE HAS. BREN GIVBN UNDER 
Secrion 150 or tHe Puntic Heatru Act, 1875 


The was an appeal from a decision of North, J. (reported ante, p. 529), 
poling a declaration asked for by the plaintiffs that under and by virtue 
of section 257 of the Public Health Act, 1875, the sum of £157 14s. 10d., 
being the amount of the proportion of the expenses of se . 

kerbing, channelling, paving, metalling, and making a 

street called Prince Regent Road, Hounslow, with interest at the rate of 
4 per cent. and costs, was a c on Gloucester House, High-street, 
Hounslow, and that such ch was entitled to priority over — other 
mortgage or charge on the said hereditaments. The learned judge had 
also granted consequential relief for the enforcement of the charge. The 
question raised by the case was as to the effect of the repeal by section 25 
of the Private Streets Works Act, 1892, of section 150 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, upon a notice duly given under section 150 while the Public 
Health Act continued in force. The plaintiff district council, having 
prepared plans and cations, served upon defendant and other 
owners of frontages in Prince Regent Road notides under section 150 of the 








Tue Cover (Linpizy, Lorzs and Rrosy L JJ.) dismiseed the appeal 
counsel for 


without upon the 
to me that the conclusion at which the 


learned j bas arrived is quite right. The question turns on the 
true construction of the Private Streets Works of 1892 (55 & 56 Vict 
c. 57), ly assisted by the Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vist. c. 


ME Ts eee 
1 (sec' ra at eee, 
construed as one with the Public Health Acts.” Then section 2 : 
it reopectively wl fuse provisions of this Act.” Then 

£ ] . comes 
the machinery for it and known its tion. Section 
24 says: ‘ All powers given to a local au ty under 
deemed to be in addition to and not in of any other powers 
conferred upon such local authority by Act of Parliament, law, or custom 
and such other powers may be exercised in the same manner as if this Act 
had not been passed.’”” Section 25—which tee g 


naturally relies upon—says that section 150 the Public Health Act, 
1875, shall not ‘apply to any district or part of a district in which this 
Act isin force.” e have now to these eeveral enactments to a case 
in which the local authority—the oe a notice under 
section 150 of the Public Health Act, 1875, while Act was in force in 
this district. There was a perfi valid notice, and under that the local 
authority did what they were y entitled to do—apportioned the 
gues cone That notice was in force for nearly three 
years—two an 


notice having expired rot sone haw been done, the district authority 
ee ee nent yo oernagt tagging at 
of doing the work. Koel fh Bonne age Po ages ReoBors ®- a 


we 
Interpretation Act, I cannot Sang Sot, Se teens eee oar S 
provision that a section ceases Seabee eae tak 
See Ee ee ee ee t 
district. I cannot see any practically. That, therefore, lets in 
the provisions contained in section 38 of the Interpretation Act, 1889 (52 
& 53 Vict. c. 63). Sub-section 2 says that ‘‘ where any Act passed after 
the commencement of this Act repeal any other enactment, then, unless 


fails, 

Lorzs and Riosy, L JJ., concurred. 
Theodore Ribton; We , 2.0., 
Smith, Soxrrcrrons, We idge ¢ Sons; H. » 

| Reported by R. C. Macxunziz, Burrister-at-Law. } 


HILL ¢. ROWLANDS. No. 2. 14th July. 


Mortcacz — Ricut to Repssa—Sxzconp Monrroaczs— Orpzr Nis! ror 
Forgciosur8, wirx Lisgrty To Repssm—Cmier Cxxex's Crrriricats 
Finpixc Srx Monrus’ Inrerzst Due tro Fmst Morroacsr—Sxrconp 
Mortoaces Szsxine To Rapgsm on Parent onty or Ixrenest To Dare. 
This was an appeal from a decision of Romer, J., who had refused a 

motion asking for leave to redeem a mortgage upon t of less than 

the amount found due by the chief clerk’s certificate. a ee are 


oes tae On the 27th of 1896, after 
had taken porseseion of the an order in the usual 
form was made for obey weet te Oe oe 


mort es li 
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place as should be appointed, what should be certified to be due to the 
plaintiffs. In November, 1896, the mortgagor’s trustee in bankruptcy 
paid off the second mortgagee, who thereupon reconveyed to him the 
ag property, subject only to the first mortgage. On the 5th of 
ee 1897, the chief clerk made his certificate, certifying the amount 
which was due to the plaintiffs for principal and interest to the date of 
the certificate and for their taxed costs, and also for the further interest 
which would become due to the plaintiffs during the period of six 
calendar months allowed to the second mortgagee for redemption. The 
mortgagor’s trustee in bankruptcy, in whom the rights of the second 
m were now vested, desired to pay off the mortgage debt and 
interest before the expiration of the period allowed for redemption. He, 
therefore, on the 12th of June, 1897, gave notice of motion that the 
plaintiffs might be ordered to reconvey the mortgaged property to him 
upon payment by him of the principal moneys and interest found due to 
the date of the certificate, together with interest from the date of the 
certificate down to the date of the service of the notice of motion. Romer, 
J., held that the trustee in bankruptcy was bound by the certificate, and 
could not redeem except on payment of the full sum found due by the 
certificate. His lordship therefore refused the motion with costs. The 
trustee in bankruptcy appealed. 

Tux Court (Linpiey, Lorzs, and Curry, L.JJ., dismissed the appeal. 

Linviey, L.J., said: This application has certainly the merit of novelty ; 
but it is so entirely contrary to the settled practice of the court, and so 
contrary also to the principles by which we are always guided, that it 
cannot possibly succeed. I am not going to say anything about whether 
@ mortgagor can or cannot stop a foreclosure suit before decree by tender- 
ing the money with interest to date. There seems to be some authority 
that he can. I express no opinion about that. I will assume that he 
could. But we are not now dealing with anything before judgment, but 
with a judgment and what has been done underit. The judgment is 
express. It isa judgment in the ordinary form for foreclosure of the 
mo; , and it bas reference to the sum which shall be found due on 
the chief clerk taking the accounts and making his certificate in the 

form. The certificate has now been made in the ordinary way, 
and the sum found due includes six months’ interest. Now, after all 
that, the mocimee comes and says that his tender need not be on the 
terms upon which he is entitled to redeem ; he does not want to pay to the 
m what has been found due by the certificate, but he proposes to 
tender The mortgagor justifies that contention in this way. He 
says that the certificate has included interest for six months, and that the 
inclusion of that six months’ interest was a concession to the mortgagor. 
It was giving him six months to redeem; but it was also an advantage to 
the mortgagee, because the mortgagee does not know whether he will 
have any muney to invest or not. That period has been settled on con- 
siderations of convenience to both parties, and the mortgagor, when he 
comes to redeem under a judgment, must comply with the terms of the 
judgment, whatever his rights might have been if he had tendered the 
money before judgment. I think, therefore, that the appeal must be 
dismissed with costs, 

Lores and Cuirry, L JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect.— 
Counsz,, Macnaghten, Q.C., and Wace; Levett, Q.C. Soxtcrrors, 
Pritchard, Englefield, § Co. ; Thomas White § Sons. 

[Reported by R. C. Macxenzis, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re TIBBITS’ SETTLED ESTATES. North, J. 25th June. 


Compounp Serrirement—Serrizep Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 38), 
es. 2, sub-section 1, 50, sus-secrion 3—Seztriep Lanp Act, 1890 (53 
& 54 Vicr. c. 69) s. 4, sun-secrion 1. 


Charles Tibbits, by his will made on the 18th of June, 1828, devised his 
real estate (subject to his wife’s life interest) to his granddaughter for 
life, with remainder to her first and other sons successively in tail male, and 
empowered her either before or after her marriage with any husband b 
deed or will to appoint 7D cage | rent-charge not exceeding £600 to nh 
husband for his to take effect immediately after her decease, such 
rent-charge to be don the devised property, with power to limit a 
term to secure the rame. The testator also authorized her by deed or 
will to charge the property with portions for younger children to the 
extent of £10,000, with power to limit a term for raising and nese 
such portions. The testator died in 1830 and the granddaughter 
three times. On her first marriage in 1837 she, by a settlement, appointed 
the devised property to trustees for a term of 1,000 years from her death 
upon trust to raise portions for the younger children of the oy at By 
a settlement made in 1849, upon her second marriage, she de the 
property to trustees for ninety-nine years, if she should so long live, upon 
trust out of the income to raise an annual sum of £1,500, and out of the 
income to pay the premiums on certain policies of assurance upon her life 
which were thereby settled. A rent-charge of £600 was also appointed to 
pa oe Deane. A a cso ogee ae in 1858, after the third 

a appoin a yearly rent-c e of £600 to her third 
husband if he should survive her, and limited # term of 300 ears from 
her death to trustees to secure such charge. She also thereby demiced the 

to trustees for ninety-nine years, if she should so long live, upon 

to pay her £1,500 a year out of the income, and subject thereto to 

pay the premiums on certain policies of assurance, and subject thereto to 

py the third husband to receive the income daring their joint lives. 
a 





appoint, and in default of such appointment to the uses of the will. 


By 
a settlement made in 1871, upon the marriage of a daughter by the 
second husband, the third husband and the granddaughter denteal part 
of the settled pe | to trustees for 100 years from the marriage (if the 
granddaughter should so long live) upon trust during the joint lives of the 
granddaughter and her daughter to raise out of the income the annual 
sum of £350, and if the daughter should die leaving her husband and 
issue her survi then during the joint lives of the ughter and 
her husband to out of the income the yearly sum of £200, such sums 
of £350 and £200 to be held ypon the trusts of a settlement of even date. 
On the 6th of February, 1894, North, J., made an order ey two 
trustees for the purposes of the Settled Land Act of the will of Charles 
Tibbits and the re-settlement of the 3rd of December, 1886. Application 
was now made that these trustees might be appointed trustees of the com- 
pound settlement constituted by the will of the testator and the subse- 
quent deeds so that the tenants for life might be enabled to exercise the 
powers conferred by the Settled Land Act. 

Nort, J., followed Re Meade’s Settled Estates (1897, 1 L. R. Ir. 121), 
and made the order.—Counsg., Errington; Burnett. Soxicrrors, Baker, 
Folder, § Upperton. 

| Reported by G. B. Hauritow, Barrister-at-Law.)} 


Rs MARY ROSS'S CHARITY. North, J. 10th July. 


EccrestasticaL Caantry—Locat Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vicr. 
c. 73), ss. 75, 14 (2), 70, sus-secTion (2). 


This was a petition by the churchwardens of Bishop’s Hatfield appeal. 
ing from a decision of the Charity Commissioners. Ross, by her 
will made in 1799, ery certain lands with the payment of £3 a year 
to be paid on the feast day of St. Thomas the Apostle in every rent for 
ever to the churchwardens of the parish of Bishop’s Hatfield to be laid out 
by them in the purchase of flannel petticoats, stockings, or gowns to be 
given as soon as might be to six old and poor widows of the said parish 
whom they should jadge to be the properest objects to receive the same, 
with preference to those who, not being disabled by infirmity or sickness, 
were most constant in their attendance on the public services of the 
church. The Charity Commissionors held that this was not an ecclesias- 
tical charity, and that the parish council had power to appoint trustees in 
the place of the churchwardens. 

Norrn, J., held that this charity was not an ‘‘ ecclesiastical charity” 
within section 75 of the Local Government Act, 1894, but an eleemosy- 

charity in respect of which the court would not look at the religion 
of the founder. On the construction of section 14 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894, he held that there could be no question that the parish 
council had power to appoint trustees in the place of the churchwardens. 
His lordship therefore dismissed the tion.—Counset, Lord Robert 
Cecil; Vaughan Hawkins. Soxtcrrons, Mason § Co. ; Claton. 
ea [Reported by G. B. Hamitton, Barrister-at-Law.1| 
THE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL OF HANDSWORTH v. DERRINGTON 
& BOTTLELEY. Kekewich, J. 9th July. 
Loca Govsrnment—‘ Sswer ’’—Draw—New Sreeer—Srazet Taken 


Over sy Loca, AvurHorrry—FRontaGeR—Omission TO Serve Norice on 
Ong Fronracer—Conpirion Precepsnr—Daxains ConsTrucrep ny 


FrontaGers—Liasiury ror Expense or ‘‘Srwertnc”’ Sraeer—Posuc 


Heattu Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), ss. 13, 15, 18, 150, 257, 

268. 

This was a caee which dealt with the question of liability of the owners 
of houses in a street for the expense of sewering a street in which 
there were already in existence drains and sewers, and which must be 
presumed to have been taken over by and to be vested in the local 
authority. The action was for a declaration under section 257 of the 
Public Health Act, 1875, that aacLipr rel pro ion of mses incurred 
by the plaintiffs in executing works of street improvement in Putney-road, 

dsworth, payable by the defendants as frontagers to the street was a 
charge upon premises in the street of which the defendants were lease- 
holder and mortgagee respectively, and that such proportion of the 
expenses might be raised by sale of the premises and paid to the plaintiffs. 
The premises in question were nine houses, of which the first defendant 
was leaseholder for a term of ninety-nine years from the 3lst of August, 
1893, and the second defendant was mortgagee. On the 16th of February, 
1894, the plaintiffs served the usual notice under eection 150 of the Public 
Health Act, 1875, on the leaseholder to sewer, &c., the street. This 
notice was not complied with, and thereupon the plaintiffs did the work 
themselves in the early part of 1895, and served the first defendant with a 
notice that the sum of £162 7s. 2d. was due from him as his apportioned 
share of the expense of sovecing- On formal demand being made the 
defendant objected to pay, and the parties consequently went to arbitra- 
tion on the ap t. The arbitrators, by their award dated the 9th 
of October, 1896, found that the sum due from the defendant was 
£158 lle. 8d. On the 26th of October, 1896, the plaintiffs served notice on 
the defendant to pay this amount, and on the defendant doctining 
so, they issued the writ in this action on the 3rd of February, 1897. It 
was admitted by the plaintiffs that at the date when they served their 
notices the various houses or groups of houses were served by drains 

more than one house and running into the public sewers in other 
roads ; they contended that the road had never been sewered as & 
whole or to their satisfaction within the meaning of the Act, and that the 
did not as a fact amount to a sewering of the street 


iy & deed dated the 3rd of December, 1865, the entail created by the will | within the Act. They also admitted that they had omitted to serve one 
was barred and the property was re-settled to such uses as the third | of the frontagers with a notice to sewer. The defendants contended that 
husband, the granddaughter, and her son by the first husband should | when the notices were served the street was already sewored, and such 
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sewers were vested in the plaintiffs or their predecessors who were liable 
to renew them, and ea defendants were ee — under the — 
for an of the expenses connected sewering. 
wy aa. y portion of the sewering was carried across cross-roads, 
where there could consequently be no pte be ke fron ° 
And they also contended that inasmuch as no had been on 
one frontager the requirements of section 150 of the Public Health 
1875, had not been complied with, the words ** respective owners ”’ in tha 
section being equivalent to “ each and every owner.”’ 


Kzxewica, J., said: The main question, indeed the only question, which 
I have to decide is whether when the local authority issued the notices 
under which Putney-road was to be sewered that road must or must not 
be regarded as being ‘‘ sewered’’ to the approval of the local authority 
within the meaning of section 150 of thé Public Health Act, 1875. That 
the local authority were not satisfied is evident from a report made to them 
by their officer, and which they adopted. They were not satisfied, as a 
matter of fact, but the point made against. them is that 
not because as a matter of law they must be presumed to have - 
ficd. There is, of couree, no question here of fraud or ae The 
whole question turns on the application and construction of the 
Parliament and of the cases. I will take it that this street had been 
taken over by the local authority, and that therefore Mr. Renshaw’s 
argument proceeded upon a right basis, and I will take it that there were 
sewers under the street for the purpose of draining particular houses. It 
does not follow that the street was ‘‘ sewered ’’—i.¢., sewered as a street 
within the meaning of the Act. It is wrong to eay that a 
“sewercd’’ when all that exists is merely a series of sewers or drains 
draining houses on one side of the street in one direction and houses on 
the other ride in another direction, and where there is no one system of 
sewering. It must be remembered that a street grows—it does not come 
into complete existence at once, and that is so, although it is of course in 
one cense an entity at one particular point of time, yet from time to time 
itis enlarged. Were I asked I should on the evidence very much doubt 
whetber this street had been sewered at all, but that is not the question 
which I have to decide. The question for decision is whether street 
was rewercd to the satisfaction of the local authority. From the cases of 
Fulham District Board of Works v. Goodwin (1 Exch. D. 400, 25 W. R. Dig. 
156) and Bonella v. Twickenham Local Board (35 W. R. 578, 36 W. RB. 50, 
18 Q. B. D. 577, and 20 Q. B. D. 63) it is clear that the local authority 
must, within a reasonable time of taking over a street, once for all deter- 
mine whether or no the street is sufficiently eewered, and that when once 
the determination is come to that the street is sufficiently sewered, and 
the powers under section 150 of the Public Health Act have come to an 
end, they must keep in repair or alter the sewers at their own expense, and 
cannot come upon the frontagers. Further than that, when the local 
authority bas nin possession of the street for some time and have 
done nothing in the matter, it must be assumed that they have determined 
that the street is sufficiently sewered, even though as a matter of fact 
they have come to no such determination at all. ‘That is, if I may say so, 
in my opinion, quite in accordance with common-sense and the 
application of the rules of life as to such matters. What has been done 
here? From time to time, apparently, the owners of fron have 
been anxious to know what they ought to do with respect to " 
and have consulted the local authority. It is quite possible that an 
cfiicer of that authority in giving them advice may have assured 
them that if they followed it they would never again be bothered 
with respect to the matter, but such a statement by their officer 
in no way binds the loca Jauthority. It is no statement by him of 
their behalf that the road is properly sewered; far from it, the very 
thing they were doing shewed that there was then no sewering of the 


4 


made, raised under section 268 of the Act. There must, therefore, 
Loopy Sr sen 


that the plaintiffs have a charge forthe sum claimed, with 
interest, however, at 4 per cent. only. There must also be the usual fore- 
closure directions.—Counss:, Warrington, Q.C., and Hugo Young ; Ren- 
shaw, Q.0., and C. F. Vactell. Soxscrrors, Ward $ Co., Handsworth 
Coleman $ Co., Birmingham. 


[Reported by C. C. Hexsiny, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


COULTHURKST v, THE WHITSTABLE OYSTER FISHERY 00, Romer, J 
Qnd and 9th July. 


Company—Powenr or Sate—Scueme von Ruconstruction—Urea Views. 


Motion. The plaintiff in this application was seeking an interim injunc 
tion to restrain the defendant company and its directors from transferr 


greemen of the Lith of Janv rr) 


ié compan the expenses oF tin ‘To matio iit ormmption of 
compatly= TRE COT rac SG tntosbenahell uitlar an Lote 


DO borrowii and under these 
boon Eommeeh, ond won atkins By the Whitstable Oyster Fishery Act, 





1896, the company was reconstituted and its altered and enlarged. 

The preamble of this Act stated it was it that the 

compan — pe ee oe vole beg 
I. (Gamvellation TL. ( 


section 2 Companies 
1845, and Part I. ( and Surrender of Shares), Part IT. (Addi- 
tional Oapital), Part III. (Debenture Stock), and Part IV. (Change of 
Name), of Companies Clauses Act, 1863, were incorporated, 
formed part of the Act. By section 3 the company were empowered at 
OE Ee, ee ee ae ee ee 
and dispose of the fishery and its undertaking, and it was pro that, 
in the event of any such sale place, the company should, subject to 
the provisions of the Act, be up in the enme manner and with the 
same incidents as if the company were a compa 
Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890. 
1897, an agreement was entered into for the defendant com: to 


a new company, a limited er » to be called the Whitstable 
Oreer Paley 0s. Cmte, wih api ot 5,00, te i ame 
lor the ~ 

new company in consideration oe aeveieat er an cee conden teear 
all the and other debts and obligations of the defendant com- 


and of an allotment of -up shares in the new to 
achers of the Gafuniaat company, ad Widaws of dcamaba 


B 


street asa whole. Unless the authority had at the time taken over the | from 


street, they cannot be assumed to have approved it as ly sewered. 
In my opinion, therefore, the local authority did not exhaust the time 
allowed them for coming to a determination whether or no the street was 
sufficiently sewered. ey decided it was not. When they first con- 
tidered the question it is clear that the street was not sufficiently sewered, 
and they took proceedings on that foo I think they were right in so 
doing, and were acting in conformity with the statate. Then there is 
anotter point raised which deserves separate notice. Section 150 of the 
Public Health Act provides that the ‘* authority may, by notice addressed 
to the respective owners or occupiers of the premises fronting, &c., euch 
parts as may be required to be sewered, &c., require them to sewer, & , 
the same within a time to be specified in such notice.’ And if such 
notice is not complied with “they may execute the works” themselves, 
and recover the cost of so doing from the ‘‘owners in default” propor 


tionately to their frontages. is clearly a condition precedent, and, 
as I agree with the ent of counsel for the defendant that ‘‘ respective” 


means all and every, the result is that, unless the authority gave notice 
to every one of the frontagers, they would at once te met by an 
objection, technical ina sense it is true, but nevertheless having some- 
thing behind it; and this is equally so whether they omitied 1 or 75 per 
cent. of tte fron’ . Now, the defendant might clearly have raised 
this plea in bar at the time, but the question is, Can he raise itnow? He 
might, for instance, have raised the goa before the arbitrator by 
eaying, ‘‘ I am overcharged because you have omitted to charge a frontager, 
and consequently you are trying to make me pay more than my - 
tionate share.’’ Then, had the authority replied, ‘‘ We omitted to eerve 

frontager with notice, and therefore cannot him, and therefore 

must pay more,’’ the obvious answer to that ld have been “ Thatis 


at law,’’ and the whole transaction could have been challenged. The 
arbitration was, however, completed, and the award has been mete, oe 
a . 


in my opinion, it is too late to raise this — now. The 
I think, closed whatever points the defen 


t might have, prior to its 





gather that the winding u 
well as shareholders, that what is authorized and ager 
ie 0 cale te be Soest Se eee ia which the 
rights of creditors and shareholders alike can 
for and settled. Bearing the above circumstances in is the 
agreement of the 14th of J: , 1897, a sale within the meaning of the 
Act? In my opinion it isnot. It is really an attempt to recon- 
oop and to turn it into a company uader the Com 
Acts, 1862 to 1890, and nothing more. That this was the real sole 
object of the agreement is shown by the notices sent to the shareholders 
as well as by the provisions of the agreement iteelf. As matters stand 
there is no price fixed Certainly no money or consideration is 
to be paid to the company, gus company, and if a winding-up ensues I do 
not see under this agreement how the creditors are to be And, 
moreover, there fe o peovieitn Is the sarematas Seeshy costs of 
creating the new com which is su; hereafter to be the pur- 
Se ra eon mata La netnig sank Sat Ba 
not new i 
not also duly same. It to me, under the circum- 
stances, that the agreement in q does 1ot constitute a 
and is not a & ee eer It was 
that section 161 the Act, 1862, to 
agreement effective. As at present stand, I that section bas 
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= 
recourse to the provisions of the section. And even if this were otherwise 
the of the section have not been complied with. No provision 
is made for dissentient shareholders. Moreover, the notices concerning the 
meetings give no rotice to the shareholders that it was to pro- 
ceed under the section. It has been decided that notices of kind must 
give the shareholders distinctly to understand that it is proposed to pro- 
ceed urder the eection (see Imperial Bank of China v. Bank of Hindustan, 
16 W. R. 1107, L. R. 6 Eq. 91). 
contemplated that the section should be acted on. Under these circum- 
stances, being of opinion that the agreement relied on is not a sale under 
the Act, and is not now binding on the company, I must restrain the 

from acting on it until judgment or further order, and in par- 
ticular from applying any of the assets of the company in paying any 

connected with the formation of the proposed new company. 
—Covunsst, Swinfen Eady, Q.C., and J. Bradford; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., 
and Ashton Cross; F. Law. Sorrcrrons, Sprechly, Mumford, Landon, ¢ 
Rodgers ; T. Richards. 

(Reported by Ratzecn B. Pariirorrs, Barrister-at-Law.} 


Re HOLT, HOLT v. HOLT. Byrne, J. 9th July. 


Pracrice—Txrustze—Marriep WomaN—Restrarnt oN ANTICIPATION— 
Tznant For Lire—Braacu or Taust—Liasiiity or Trustees—Improunp- 
inc Inrgrest or Marrrep Woman — Derence — Cram acainst Co- 
DEFENDANT RAISED IN DEFENCE — Turrp-party Notice —Lieerty To 
AprpLty—Jvunrispictrion—Trustez Acr, 1893 (56 & 57 Vicr. c. 53)— 
R. 8. C., Onn. 16, n. 55. 

was an action in which certain infants by their next friends 

} claimed, intr alia, a declaration that the trustees of a settlement were 
liable to make good certain trust funds, and for the execution of the trusts 
of the settlement. The defendants were the personal representatives of 
the trustees and the tenant for life. The facts of the case were as follow: 

Under a marriage settlement dated the 16th of January, 1878, a sum of 

£1,500 was paid to the trustees thereof on trust to pay the income to the 

tenant for life, Helen E. Holt, for her life for her separate use without 
see of anticipation, and after her death to her husband, J. O. Holt, if 
should not have been bankrupt; and subject thereto, in trust for the 

children of the marriage who, g eons, should attain the age of 21 

years, or being daughters, should attain that age or marry under it. In Jan- 

uary, 1893, the trustees advanced the sum comprised in the marriage settle- 
ment to the husband and wife on their joint and several promissory notes and 
on certain other securities. The representatives of the trustees (who were 
both dead at the time of the action) put in separate defences, in both of 
which they claimed that the interest of the tenant for life under the 
settlement cought to be impounded under section 45 of the Trustee Act 
1893, by way of indemnity to the estates of the trustees. e € Tor 
life did not put ina defence. At the hearing of the action the objection 
was taken on her behalf that her liability tohave herlife interest impounded 
could not be gone into on the present occasion, and that if the matter was 
to be @ fresh action ought to be brought. It was —e 
if the point could be raised in the present action, 1t ought to have 

raised by a counter-claim or a third-party notice, under R. 8: C., 

16, r. 55. On the other side it was submitted that in an administra- 
tion action the court could administer all equities, and that, under the old 
practice, the court had ample juriediction to direct such an inquiry. 


al 

























Byrawz, J., in giving judgment, stated that in his opinion ross in- 
justice be done if he were to hold t' could not be raised 
except DY D TMiping new wciiuT W) pense." ne 

h the present case appeare Oo his FAMCe as 
v. Sawyer (33 W. R. 403, 28 Ch. D. 595.) His lo p there- 


in Sawyer 

fore held that he had jurisdiction, and gave to the representatives of the 
deceased trustees liberty to apply in chambers with reference to enforcing 
such rights as they might have against the tenant for life, and as to 
the method of determining such matter, the order to be prefaced by the 
words ‘‘and at the request of the trustees’ representatives give them 
liberty to apply.”’"—Counsgt, MacSwinney; Wilkinson ; Badcock; R. J. 
Parker. Souscrrors, 7. G. Bullen ; Crowders ¢ Vizard, for Stration ¢ Son, 
Wolverhampton ; Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, ¢ Barham, for Ryland, 
Martineau, ¢ Co., Birmingham. 

J Reported by J. Anruvr Paice, Barrister-at-Law. | 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
THE QUEEN pv. THORNTON. Div. Court. 13th July. 


Licexstxc Law—Removat or Licence rrom one Part or District To 
Aynotrusr—“ Orr’ Licence—Norice to Owner or Licensep Premises— 
Lacunstxo Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vicr. c. 94), s. 50. 

Rale nisi for certiorari to quash an order of the Wandsworth justices for 

to sell by retail beer, wines, and spirits at a 





8 licence to one Lace 

house, No. 2, Abercrombie-street, Battersea, to be consumed off the pre- 
mises, on the ground that the order was in effect an order for removal 
under section 50 of the Licensing Act, 1872, and Laceby did not comply 
with the requirements of that section. The facts were as follows: Laceby 
was the assignee of an underlease of the 23rd of May, 1879, whereby 
premises known as the “ Five Alls,’”’ No. 567, Battersea Park-road, were 


for cee Se years from the 25th of December, 1878. A 
pa of ate hg re ee a 
premises was respect of the ‘‘ Five Alis’’ in 1878, and 
‘ie auindiiysemewell up to the 5th of March, 1897. In 1891 Laceby (or 
his erlessee) obtained liberty to open a doorwa 


In fact, in the present case it was never | acq 


house, No. 2, Abercrombie-street, the communication between the latter 
Se ee eee nee ee eile Cee 
in the same year a licence was granted to in respect of the cellar of 
No. 2, Abercrombie. street, since which he used it as part of the cellar of 
the “‘ Five Alls.” In 1896 Lacon & Co., a firm of brewers, purchased the 
head lease of the “‘ Five Alls.” Atthe adjourned licensing sessions for 
Wandsworth, held on the 26th of March, 1897, Laceby, who had then 
uired the whole of No. 2, Abercrombie-street, applied for an off-licence 
for the whole of that house, offering at the same time to surrender the 
licence of the ‘‘ Five Alls.”” No notice to Lacon & Oo. was given of the 
intended application, but, hearing of it, they attended and opposed. The 
licence was granted upon the condition that Laceby surrendered the 
licence of the ‘‘ Five Alls,’’ and forthwith ceased to eell liquor there, 
Section 50 of the crew poy eae tin empowers the licensing justices to 
sanction the removal of a from one part of a licensing district to 
another part, and provides that a copy of the notice of an intended appli. 
cation for such removal ‘‘shall be personally served upon or sent by 

letter to the owner of the premises from which the licence is to 
be removed,’’ and that “‘the justices to whom the application is made 
shall not make an order sanctioning such removal unless they are satisfied 
that no yy “nee to such removal is made by the owner of the premises to 
which the licence is attached.’” Subject to the above and other con. 
ditions, the justices ‘‘shall have the same power to make an order 
sanctioning such removal as they have to t new licences ; but no suck 
order shall be valid unless confirmed b confirming authority of the 
licensing district ’’ It was con on behalf of Lode of the 
justices who shewed cause against the rule that there was no removal of 
the licence of the ‘’ Five Alls’? to No. 2, Abercrombie-street, but that 
the order was a grant of a new licence to the latter premises, and that 
consequently section 50 had no application, and the owner of the ‘ Five 
Alls’? had no Jocus standi ; and, further, that section 50 did not apply in 
the case of an ‘“‘off’’ licence, no confirmation of such licence being 


uired. 

-_ Court (Cave and Ripizy, JJ.) made the rule absolute. 

Cavz, J., after stating the facts, said that the only object in taking in 
the cellar of No. 2, Abercrombie-street in 1891 was to increase the etor 
space of the ‘‘ Five Alls,’’ the new cellar becoming in fact part of 
cellar of that house. The proper course would have been not to have 
granted a new licence in of the added cellar, but to have shewn 
upon the existing licence of the ‘‘ Five Alls’’ that it included that cellar. 
If that had been done there ‘would only have been one licence—namely, 
that of the ‘* Five Alls.’”? Then, the tenant of the ‘‘ Five Alls’’ having 
acquired the adjoining house, applied for a licence for that house upon 
condition of his surrendering the licence of the ‘‘ Five Alls.’ If that 
was not an — for the removal of the licence from the “‘ Five 
Alls’’ to the adjoining it was difficult to say what it was. 
Therefore section 50 of the L Act, 1872, would apply unless it had 
no application to ‘‘off’ licences. It was said that it did not apply 
because it‘required confirmation of the order by‘the comfirming authority, 
and no such confirmation was required in the case of an “‘ off’’ licence. 
But that was because of the enactment contained in section 24 of the 
soe Act, 1874; and the very fact that it was necessary to pass that 
section shewed that at all events in the case of a new “‘ off ’’ licence con- 
firmation was up to that time required. Section 50 dealt with removals 
of licences as if — were grants of new licences, and made no distinction 
between ‘‘on”’ and “‘ off’? licences, and it was clear that they were dealt 
with alike until 1854. He was therefore of m that section 50 applied 
to ‘‘ off” licences, and that as the owner not been served under that 
section the justices had no jurisdiction to make the order. The rule 
ge h strictly speaking it might be said 

DLEY, J., thought though s y spea’ t might 
that the licence was not removed from the one premises to the other, that 
arose merely from the fact that a licence to the cellar had been informally 
granted in 1891. If that had been properly granted the “ Five Alls” 
only would have been licensed, and the present application would have 
been in form as well as in substance an application for removal. The 
circumstances were exactly those which section 50 was intended to 
against, and the application ought to be treated as one for a removal of a 
licence. Rule absolute.—Counset, Horace Avory ; Dickens, Q.0., and J. 
C. Earle; Lawson Walton, Q.C., and Travers Humphreys. Soxtcrrons, 
Corsellis, Mossop, § Berney; W. W. Young $ Son; Wellington Taylor. 
(Reported by T. BR. C. Dri, Barristar-at-Law. | 


BURGESS (Appellant) ». MORRIS (Respondent). Div. Court. 10th July. 


Merrororis—Srreet Lamp—AccipentaL Damacs To ny Driver or Ommi- 
bus —Lamp Prosectinc Over Roapway—Laasi.ity or Datvern—Marnzo- 
PoLis Manacement Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vicr. c. 120), s. 207. 


Case stated by a metropolitan police magistrate. At the North London 
Police Court’ a complaint was preferred by the appellant, a surveyor of 
the vestry of the parish of St. , Stoke Ne ton, under section 207 
of the Metropolis Local t Act, 1 (19 & 18 Vict. ¢. 
120), — the respondent, for that he, the respondent, 

careless a accidentally break, throw down, and damage a lamppost and 
lamp. ‘ complaint was heard and dismissed by the magistrate. 

facts proved were these : On the east side of a certain street in the parish 
there was a lam and lamp, under the control of the vestry, used for 
lighting the It was placed on the footway so near to the kerb and 
at such an from the ular that it projected over the road- 
way toa certain extent. roadway te the lamp was higher at 
the centre or crown than at the side at which the lamp was, and at the 
edge of the road there is a granite channel, The respondent was the 





un 
between the cellar of the “Five Alls’’ and the cellar of the adjoining 


driver of an omuibus which on the day mentioned in the complaint he was 
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driving along the road from north to sonth on the proper side of the road. 
On ap g the part of the road where the lamp was situated the 
horees swerved w the omnibus close to the kerb on the east or 


side of the road, on which side the lamp stood. The 
drove the omnibus away from the kerb, and while it was 
the rail of the omnibus struck the lamp and broke it, doing 
lamp to the value of £2 7s. 94. There was no rn oyry 
the respondent. The difference between the ra t of the 
on the off side of the omnibus and the channel adj oo 
omnibus to lean towards the lamp and somewhat over the footway, 
leaning of the omnibus and the position and proximity 
carriage-way, caused the omni to strike the lamp. 
the appellant it was contended that notwithstanding the 
aforesaid the respondent was responsible in law for the 
lamp. On the part of the respondent it was con’ 
circumstances he was not responsible for the 
convicted under section 207 of the 18 & 19 Vict. c. 120, 
the accident being the improper and unsafe position in 
was placed. The learned magistrate was of opinion that 
cumstances the lamp was in an ae position and unsafe ’ 
that the damage was really caused thereby, and that no ty attached 
to the respondent, and he dismissed the complaint oe The 
question now was, whether he came to a correct determination in point of 
law. Section 206 of the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, provides : 
“If any person wilfully take away, break, throw down, or damage any 
lamp set up for lighting any of the streets in any parish mentioned in the 
schedules,’’ then he may be brought before some justice, and if he be con- 
victed of the offence he shall forfeit a eum of 403. and pay the amount of 
the damage ; and section 207 provides: ‘* In case any person carelessly or 
accidentally break, throw down, or damage any such’ Jamp, or the iron or 
other furniture thereof, he shall pay the amount of the 

For the appellant it was now contended that if the —— were wilful 
then section 206 would apply, and there would be the liability to 

as well as to the amount of the damage, but as this was 
wilful e that section would not apply; that as there 
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Mr. Fredc. H. Mr. E. H. Ni and Mr. J. 8. F.C.A. 
re-elected ee vines — : 


Socrsry’s Accounts. 


gence proved it was not a case of negligence, but that it was accidental | head. 


damage, and as being the result of an 
section 207, and the respondent was liable: Harding v. Barker (37 W. R. 
78). For the respondent it was admitted that if the damage had been the 
result of a pure accident without more the case would have been within 
section 207; but it was contended that this was not result of an accident 
but that the real cause of the damage to the lamp was the carelessness or 
neligence of the vestry in allowing the lamp to project over the roadway. 

Tus Covrr (Cave and Rrotey, JJ.) were of opinion that the case came 
within section 207, and they allowed the appeal accordingly, and remitted 
the case to the trate.—Oounset, Holloway; Lush. Soxtcrrors, G. 
Webb ; Hicks, Davis, ¢ Hunt. 

[Reported by Sir Suznstow Baxen, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.! 


*,* In the report of Lewellyn v. Vale of Glamorgan Railway Co, (ante, p. 
623), the names of the solicitors for the plaintiffs should have been given 
as Soames, Edwards, § Jones, as agents for Randall ¢ Co., of Bridgend, 
Glamorgan. 











LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
VICTORIA PENSION FUND. 


£ 8. d. 
Amount acknowledged last week . ‘ : 5 . . 7,574 13 0 
Routh, Stacey, & Castle, 14, Southampton-street, Blooms- 
bury, W.C. ‘ ‘ , , ° ° ° ° . 5 0 
Eustace Marzetti, Bartholomew House, Bank, E.C. 110 
Frederick Smith, Prescot . . ‘ ‘ ° 22 ¢ 
W. H. Greenbank, 10, Serjeants’-inn, E.C. . a ‘ i 22 0 
H. C. Burnett, 20, Old Oavendish-street, W. . e e ‘ a4-9 
£7,607 4 0 


The following correction should be made in last week’s insertion : 
Aldridge, Thorn, & Sherrington, 31, Bedford-row, W.C., £2 2s., should 
be G. 8. Sherrington, 31, Bedford-row, W.C., £2 2s. 

ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 

The annual general meeting of the Incorporated Law Society was held 
on Friday, the 9th inst., at the Society’s Hall, -lane, Mr. Joseru 
Appison, the retiring president, taking the chair, There was a very large 
attendance, the hall being crowded. 


Prestpent AND Vice-PReEstpEnt. 


Mr. Wma. Goppzen (London) and Mr. Oxnas. Banxatzy Mancerrs 
(Huntingdon) were elected as President and Vice-President for the year 
ensuing. 

Mempers or Covuncit. 


The following gentlemen, each of whom had retired by rotation, were 
re-elected upon the Council: Mr. Jon See (London), Mr. Henry 
Attlee (London), Mr. James Samuel eee Sir Fowler 
(London), Mr. John Hollams (London), . Henry Manisty Fame 
Mr. Henry Roscoe (London), Mr. us Thomas Saunders (Birming- 
ham), and Mr. Robert Lowe Grant Vassall (Bristol). Mr. J Farmer 
Milne (Manchester) was elected to the vacancy caused by the resignation 
of Mr. Jas. Heelis (Manchester). 





who was a ber of the society, has by his will left us a sum 
of £6,500, to lied exclusively for the benefit of legal education in 
the shape of scholarships. 
The estien wos adapted. 
Counc’s Report. 
The Pazstpent moved the adoption of the 


APMINISTRATION OF THE Bankruptcy Act. 
These wes woke Ee SS 2 eee: Che cena What had the 
H. Hastre (London) rose to order. There was nothing about the 


unt ruled that Mr. Kimber was in order. 


: So SE Gy ae els SEER the report ? 
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The Prespznt: I shall not take any such notice of motion. 
Mr. Hastiz: Very well, sir. Then we will have a special meeting. 
Mr. F. R. Parxzr (London) thought that a great many of the mem! 
agree that they did not begrudge the small things which might 
fall into the hands of the Council. With regard to the 


LiBBARY 
he reminded the Council of their promise with regard to the publication 
of a supplement to the catalogue, and expressed a hope that the Library 
Committee would take the matter into consideration and take some step 
to carry out their promise. With regard to the 


Reoistry or Properties, 


it appeared to him that the Council were conducting it on principles 
which could not possibly When it was established the mem 


were a fee for entries, but these were published for the 
society at large. Now both sides were taxed; the one for making the 
, which was perfectly , and the other for receiving a copy of 


entry, proper 

the entry, which he thought should be included in the first fee, other- 
wise the first party did not get'any benefit from the entry. He thought 
the society was playing into the hands of estate agents in regard to that 
branch of solicitors’ business which they ought to keep to themselves, and 
that they were a very valuable feature of the society. There was a 
matter not mentioned in the report which was of importance—namely, 
the revival of the practice of summoning 


Tue Jupcgs To THE Hovse or Loxps, 


and closing the courts of Queen’s Bench in consequence. A short time 
oH no less than eight judges were summoned to take part in the hearing 
an appeal in the House of Lords, and from six to eight courts in the 
Queen’s Bench Division were closed in consequence. The House of 
Lords had at its command the two Lords in Urdinary created by the 
Appellate Jurisdiction Act of 1876 and several high officials, and it would 
be a very poor compliment to the House of Lords to suggest that they 
could not decide an appeal without closing six to eight of the courts of 
the High Court of Justice. The judges could not vote or take any 
in the judgment pronounced. Atl 7 could do was to deliver their 
answers to certain questions propounded to them, and these answere the 
lords were not bound to act upon in any way. It was greatly to be 
— that the practice bad been revived, and that the advantage of one 
tor was to be put against the convenience of the numerous suitors 
kept eo in the Queen's Bench, and the society ought to remonstrate 
t. 


a 
Mr. Forp wished to emphasize Mr. Parker’s remarks. He regretted 
that there was not a word in the report as to the manner in which the 


Business or THE Hicu Court 


was conducted. It was a vital and urgent question, and one which 
affected the whole of her Majesty’s subjects in England and Wales. 
The omission might partly be explained from the fact that there were 
many members of the Council attending to their conveyancing business 
who did not know or care much about the work which went on in the High 
Court of Justice. He was sorry that the Council had not allowed him to 
— a notice of motion proposing that the society should 
a 


Mission 


like the Oxford House so well maintained by the Bar. The opinion of 
the Council was that it could not be dealt with in view of the terms of 
the charter, but he submitted that if they could deal with the Victoria 
Pension Fund they could deal with his suggestion. The question of 


Lzecat Epvcation. 


was a grievous one. It was, indeed, sad to think that the society was so 
far the times in what they called legal education. The system 
still was to make use of the Postmaster-General with a view to trans- 
— through the pet questions and answers, and this was described 
as education. ere was a gratifying feature that the Council felt 
they. were hardly me to the occasion and shewed a distinct tendency to 
throw themselves into the arms of the Council of Legal Education. 
Whilst he felt that the society might very well have had the control of 
legal education, still, if they were unequal to the occasion, they could not 
do better than go cap in hand to the Council of Legal Education and ask 
them to assist a in this very responsible work. He quite with 
Mr. Parker that a great deal more use might be made of the registry of 
properties for the advantage of the whole profession. There was a 
paragraph referring to the 


Reconps or THe Sociztry or GenTLEMAN Practisers 1N THE Courts or 
Law anv Eavity 


as follows: ‘‘ Some years ago the secretary found in the basement of the 
Incorporated Law Society’s Hall a box containing the minute-book and 
otber documents relating to the proceedings of the above society. The 
society was established in the year 1739, and the minutes continue until 
the year 1810, when they br off abruptly. No further minutes have 
been found; but Dr. Freshfield, to whom the Council are greatly 
indebted for writing an introduction to the records, obtained evidence 
that the society was still in existence in the year 1822. The records are 
of interest, especially that portion dealing with the society's 
’ Co.,an admirable summary of which is 
contained in Dr. Freshfield’s introduction. The records, together with 
have been lished at the instance of the Council.”’ 
. This was a matter connect 

particularly interested. With regard to 





with bygone ages in which he did not feel 
i report, but which was very importint t> the younger members—namely, 


a member of the House of 


what was the meaning 
Queen’s Bench Division, mF: 


he said that only on the 

Commons had asked the Attorney- 
only four judges were sitting in the 
Attorney-General gave the stereot reply that he had no power to 
deal with the matter. As long as delays took place in the adminis. 
tration of justice so long would business drift out of the hands of 
solicitors and either be disposed of by the county courts or by arbitration 
or other means. 

Mr. V. I. Cuamperiarn (London) said he felt greatly interested in the 
records of the Society of Gentlemen Practisers. He would be glad to 
oe senna or ses ates 

. C. T. Saunpgrs (Birmingham) referred e statement in report 
as to the result of the 


Prevmiary EXAMINATIONS 
for the last two years. The result was very discreditable, and particularly 
so last year. At one of these examinations one-third of the candidates 
were plucked, and at that in February positively two-fifths were plucked, 
It could not be said that this arose from any imperfection in the means of 
education. 

Mr. Forp: I think so. 

Mr. Saunpgrs said that since 1862, when the examinations were estab. 
lished, great as epeenee had taken place in the matter of education. 
What acco for the numbers who failed to pass was that the students 
who presented themselves were unquestionably imperfectly educated and 
they were too young. Students of sixteen and seventeen presented them- 
selves who not sufficient time to go through the full curriculum 
of their education. It had been his earnesf wish for many years that the 
solicitor branch of byl ape pee should be placed upon an equality with 
the Bar in point not only of professional education, with which it had 
been on an —~¥ but also in point of general education. It might be 
that that rte entirely come about unless as many of the students 
seanet te TAR ak GE aSES Sompenion ot the seaionin pened Ma 
regret to t 80 & pro ion of t ents 
the universities. But if the means of their ts would not allow that, 
they might pass through the great public schools, where they might be 
retained until the age of eighteen, so that they might pass through the 
aa. It lay ep 80 pane to bring about this — “o dis- 
couraged the taking of pupils until, say, teen years of age, 
disco those who had not at all events passed through the wr 
public echools, they would do a t deal towards bringing about the 
result of introducing into the solicitor branch of the pee @ superior 
class of men to that which in a general way came in now. Trade had 
been so profitable of late years that the smaller middle classes if they had 
a clever boy took the opportunity of putting him into a profession, and he 
was sent to be articled to a solicitor. It was not well that the solicitor 
branch of the profession should be made up entirely of that class, but its 
status should be increased. Those who worked upon the Discipline 
Committee were aware of this serious fact, that the vast majority of cases 
which came under the su of that committee arose from 
means—men who started without capital or friends in a position to 
and they were driven to succumb to the temptation of using other 8 
money. His own office was always full of pupils, but for many years he 
had never taken one other than from a public school, or a univ po Bree 
or under the age of eighteen. If that rule were observed by all tors 
there would be a very different result in the Preliminary Examination 
and the profession generally. 

Mr. Grrnuam Keen (London) said that they had heard so much about 
education for many years that he should like to say a word as an 
member of the Council. He did not think that legal education was ~~ 
thing like so bad as some people endeavoured to make out. When 
first came on the council he was a member of the executive committee of 
the School of Law. There was an immense deal of talking on the subject, 
and some very. high-falutin’, but they all knew that that scheme fell 
absolutely flat and came to nothing. At that time the Council started the 
honours, and they did the ao thing ma A geen A could with the 
materials at hand, and he c that they always done the very 
best they could with the materials they had at hand. The other day the 
School of Law was started again. He had attended with the Council and 
had heard that most elcquent address of Lord Russell. It was most 
beautiful, and one would think it must lead to something ficent. 
It had fallen absolutely flat. The judges, the Bar, and the public did not 
want it, and he asserted the Co were doing all they could to turn out 
as good solicitors as le. On the walls of that hall there were the 
portraits of a Lord r and a judge who were both solicitors. 

Mr. Forp: That is omy two. 

Mr. Gainuam Kzen there was also the portrait of an ex- Minister of 
the Crown who in due course with the swing of the pendulum would bes 
Cabinet Minister again, and he had been a prac solicitor. Then 
let them look at members of the Council and at the solicitors throughout 
the length and breadth of the land. He thought it was time solicitors 
should give up being children and crying for the moon. Let them do 
best they could with the materials at hand, and he claimed for the eociety 
that it was doing so. 

Mr. Joun Sronz (Bath), as one of the oldest practising solicitors, bore 
testimony to the good work the Council had done in the matter. He was 
in favour of clerks en the ession earlier. 

Mr. Merv. Gazew ( ) was of opinion that though every- 
thing was done in the way of education, everything was not done to see 
that the education was followed up by young men. He thought a great 
deal more pl be advan ; 

Mr. F. Ansrracs (London) referred to a matter which was not in the 


July 17} 1897. 


Procepure rm THe Hicr Covrrt, 


#4 





SSeS SFSor |) 


i 
—) 
-~ 


FRESPSEZIGHS- SEESSRSSSSESR ES TESE SEE 


3ESsesSee 


SFSsFb ss FE~ 


'¢ 


448 EES. 


SF eo es 


Erse EFF Fs 











July 17, 1897. THE ‘SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. (Vol. 41.] 648 


















County Court Procepure. chamber work should be restricted as it at present is during the entire 
e should like to have seen a reference to it, and asked whether the © ee tee t 
aD Bertier re ee ee ear P| genie Ss poi ene vanes, “eon ca 
. w came 0 discountenanced, 
A County Courts Committee knew anything as to the new batch of rales? = cee See Tey an ge eens Oe eee _ 
rinis- The Presipent eaid that Mr. Kimber might be quite satisfied that many es ‘and I ov boul ~— = aca if we could have put Mr 
aA orvoragee feed secre ne ienidotion enews Fo and } ong ot Ford's motion first, but the notices are ay, ef eee 
ects oO y administration, 1 o a 
— Govacil would loee ho Opportunity of doing their best to rectify what was they are reosived. iat al thes mole oan be pt, bsn t the mest 
in the ve Bynes th hey 4 wats then acai i amg agg he a me’ Munton’s motion as the resolation of the ors present in th 
to th . ey m ) . " the : 
wal bad made valuable suggestions. Some years ago the Council found that name 5 eiek yon WS ie eee ee ie - —o me a 
= Ba ny een os then leaded is Saat ie eames motion wil bo able to dal with thelr notice by way of anendinnts i 
, and a change ‘ I 
made by Mr. Parker were well worth consideration, and he under- ie, en's = os mies with * peng pe cot 
stood from Mr. Pennington that it would “yon be considered — gn, the of } pnw: ~tntnaa 
larly as to whether changes could be made. suggestions of Mr. | will very much say A ry - ing. a ais iy 
we Parker and Mr. Ford would, he (the President) was sure, receive pt. —e order. He argued [ay erg deers - 
; due consideration. e next su with regard saanene & 8 = chose. brought 
ans of ject of legal education. He always liked Mr. Ford’s matter forward ‘ 
gan, rae Zns Mi, Fedo a and eGo | Syn Pesce mh en cope fr Me Pel meray mend 
they reall not understand w were 
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er and over 0 so, made a single Council considered meeting point was whether oN should 
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hem. to assist articled clerks would be done. He was satisfied that every lane Veestion. aor eng he ple —- 
rere member of the Council had the same desire to do his best, but the sub- | was to make suggestions, and they, hed to snails “betes eg 
at the t,as Mr. Keen had pointed out, was not b ony menue om cony one. Whethen they wasp sevsuncole nll East pi way far te Bags 
Tong With rg seusdiechie diay bean eeietol Practisars, they | Was exceedingly difficult to deal practically with the question. He was 
A had after co Je delay been printed, and the prints ba ovall- | wes exvondingly GiMiouls to desl pructienlly wb Se cern rch te 
sht be able ten days hence, when a notification would be sent to the members as vary gia calcined thas niibenaih, ton eomtion eg eg oes 
dents to when and how they could be obtained. With regard to county courts, y gat = pt pag hee pe geen gent ma 
ter of a committee, on which Mr. Munton and several members well acquainted | scciety Bey d ee dy Ls Epes Faring eg h ne 29 
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communicated to the provincial law societies, and as soon as ; had ceean diel abe 
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f they practice. With regard to the new rules a fresh draft had been prepared, neon Gages unanimity ot those yong pom ae 
great which was before the County Court Committec, and he did not think | there bad been more ditference fo pe then vows eng oes eee 
ut the there was the slightest prospect of anything being done by the County — — a Theastes Mae consider the — 
—_— Court Rules Committee with the rules in great hurry. There was a at steerer meet ee EE 
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the esta of a cen! t) or bux “ wi 
itened courts. ‘The committee has also had under consideration the County | number—and he was one of them who thought theo be a die 
help, Court Rules of 1897, and ina report thereon, adopted by the Council, | nu ¢ me Youre, And, lastly the party vee oem 
ople’s protested strongly against imposing needless restrictions on plaintiffs and -- ont — 6 belie enaeaans po crasneanien os Long 
are he a liability to deposit in court a sum sufficient to cover the expenses of neagelag pa represented ong 4 i» 
a defendants out of the jurisdiction. The was forwarded to ae pall gs whe aia: ory woes meen 7 
icitors the Lord Chancellor, and, in the result, the rules in question have been oe — . pag Ae Re. Ret ye, Long a remain — 
nation rescinded. Some rules pro to be substituted therefor are now y Po stands ; pe copertny the contioens the 
receiving the consideration of the Council. The committee’s first report Eons ¥, regards pao ae work oe ee a. 
about on the main questions submitted to them is in type, and the Council | Long Vacation. Chay ware fe.) bay sage ate . 
an old have provisio: approved it; but, - the discussion on the sub- | It = poy A, the Long V twenty but 
ay stituted rules, it has been considered to the presenta - Pasar wl ba Fe acation, mer tees Cage over eeny 
_ tion of the report.”” Mr. Saunders was anxious that a statement of Mr. .* cases cme Aa there were no pleadings pie fact, 
ne Ford’s should be corrected. Mr. Ford had eaid that the Council went | there were only pleadings no emp Cee yy anbeciuens, sake 
ibject, “cap in hand” tothe Bar. Asa matter of fact it was the Council of “ though Se tres cay di ot jootina. cuban 
ne fell Legal Education who, as the Council thought, very Kindly and generoualy ing, judgment by delet whate Fite Seal & Dee —_ 
+. come to the og to see whether their very valuable ke could be bie sg while the jetem b= sad cage ro ir hold ite 
utilized for articled clerks. weeks udges others were —e Spey 
ow Mr. Forp asked if the President could give the members any informa- | could aa —_ cae be owen dee vagy Sy — : 
it and Say seadbeclene 5 jek thas same the be driven to such an argument to support the con. 
“ ‘ RESIDENT : o,i am cannot now. on a the few 
a The motion adopting the report was curried. tention that business should go uring 
lid not Lone Vacatron. Mr. Foxp: Months, not weeks. 
motion was: “That, in the opinion of this society, 
= - The following notices of motion stood on the pepe of business : ‘an wae Ot Vacation should be maintained, its duration being 
<4; Mr. F. K. Munrow.—“ That, in the opinion of this society, the principle redeued to ht Long Monday in to the last Saturday in 
of a Long Vacation should be maintained, its duration Bo ns to mber.” If i emey eae K that motion should end. at the 
f eight weeks—first Monday in August to the last Saturday in m ber. weed * ” that a deal once and for all with the whole 
ae . Franx R. Parker.—“ 1, t it is desirable that the Long Vaca- —_ eV. : course, that it should be maintained, was 
Ten tion should be curtailed, and should commence on the Ist of August and — me — oon ble? He thought everyone be 
hol terminate on the 15th of September, both days inclusive. with him uggosted thai that time should include the August Bank 
. rte! “2. That the Council be requested to communicate this resolution forth- Holiday — a everybody who had any business worth to 
itor with to the Lord High Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice of England, and | Holiday. | He subeatty " See eases tu bed tees 2 Ae, 
eon the Council of the Bar.”’ bad fos tin commtacenent of Gs. Lang. Voselien He was very sorry 
ociety Mr. Cuantzs Forp.—‘' That the Long Vacation should commence on that they could not fix both Kaster and Whitsun at 9 time of - 
boss the Ist of August and terminate on the Ist of September, both days aan ean all pould clgade be in A a ae " 
: <a Sarai Sak OES Cierny sock vacation We grass se pleadings , a fon fan's vi as being the time when the 
ew and chamber work, in High Court business, shall be the same asin the eeepc to their private affairs. ‘wanted to know 
3 case of the three other High Court Vacations.” po ar wi os with attend ‘experience in London, at all coald 
overy- Mr. Cuantzs Forv.—In the event of the meeting deriting ceplont ony rae yr th pin ape none 5 peg war dees the coming 
6 $ curtailment of the duration of the Vacation—‘‘ chamber and September. If on during those the of 
Oe REBELS rere a er | te ea pny eo i oo 
, aca’ out interruption, just as if ; becaese or 
Oe. said court, except for 2 pal of one month, during which month | other, ani the adjournment of 
: ‘ 
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abroad or inaccessible in some way: ‘They must look that in the face. He 
suggested that all holidays in connection with the law should commence on 
Monday and end on Saturday, because if the holiday happened to begin on 
Tuesday or Wednesday there was a sort of general idea that nothing could 
be done on the Monday. It was nota question of what solicitors wanted. They 
had the judges to consider and the Bar, and above all the great British public ; 
and he asserted that the great British public had shown not the slightest indi- 
cation of a desire that there should be any trials during August or September. 
On that ground he thought he was justified poh. we J that these dates 
should te fixed for the Long Vacation. Het the meeting would con- 
sider the wishes of each other. It did not matter to him personally, because 
he should tako a holiday whether his clients liked it or not, but.there were 
a — number of men without partners, and some without managing clerks, 
who were alone, and to whom it would be exceedingly hard to be shut out 
from having a reasonable holiday in August or 49 Prior to the 
Judicature Act the Long Vacation lasted from the 10th August to the 2nd 
November. In consequence of the efforts of the society the judges were 
induced to take off about a fortnight, and his suggestion was that another 
fortnight should be taken off, and he thought it would be found that the 
judges would be much more likely to consider a reasonable application of 
that kind than if the society were to attempt a drastic measure which he did 
not think the public wan He moved the resolution, 

. E. J. Trustram (London) seconded the motion, remarking that it was 
a compromise, and ought to be accepted on all sides. The subject had been 
most ably dealt with 7 Mr. Rawle at the provincial meeting at Liverpool, 
and also by Mr. Budd, who had told them that the Long Vacation as it 
stands was an anachronism. He did not suppose there was anyone in the 
hall who did not concur in this, 

Mr. Grantuam Dopp (London) suggested that the resolution should be 
divided into two parts, taking it first as far as the word “ maintained.” 
When that was carried the question of its length could be debated. 

Mr. Parxer moved his resolutions by way of amendment as follows :— 
1. “That it is desirable that the Long Vacation should be curtailed, and 
should commence on the Ist of August and terminate on the 15th of 
September, both days inclusive.” 2. ‘‘That the Council be requested to 
communicate this resolution forthwith to the Lord High Chancellor, the 
Lord Chief Justice of England, and the Council of the Bar.’’ He 
was —_ opposed to the first half of Mr. Munton’s resolution, 
but he id not press his six weeks and a half against Mr. Munton’s eight 
weeks if it were against the feeling of the meeting. Mr. Munton asked 
that the vacation should be maintained, and then cut it down to eight weeks. 
That was not a retention of the Long Vacation as he understood it. He 

t the wise thing was, as he had stated in his letter to the Soxicrrors’ 
Journwat and Law Times, to confine themselves to the question of the 
retention or curtailment of the Vacation, and to leave to a future 
occasion the question as to what should be done with the Long Vacation, 
whether it should be retained, curtailed, or abolished. Mr. Munton had told 
them very little as to what he meant by the principle of the Long Vacation. 
The first principle he (Mr. Parker) ised was the absolute idleness of 
the solicitor during a long period of the year, and his compulsory deprivation 
from doing a great deal of work. Another principle of the Long Vacation 
which illustrated what he had just said was the close time for pleadings. 
Why should not solicitors be —— to go on with the delivery of 

ings and the preparation of causes for trial, even though the courts 
were closed? Surely they could goon serving their clients by getting ready 
the causes for trial for hearing when the courts were opened. This had 
already been given effect to to a limited extent by the rule promulgated by 
the judges that, in causes which should come on at the Winter Assizes or 
after the end of October, pleadings might be delivered after the first 
fortnight. Another principle he recognised was the doctrine of urgency—a 
doctrine laid down twenty-five years ago, in the year 1873. A more 
mischievous doctrine he did rot know; for what did it amount to? The 
suitor, of course, thought every case of his own was urgent, and persuaded 
the solicitor to think 80. The solicitor took it into court, and the judge 
dissented ; and the solicitor had to meet his infuriated client, who told him 
he had gone about it in the wrong way. He infinitely preferred the 
inciple contained in Mr. Ford’s notice of motion, of placing a reduced 
a acation on the same basis as the other three vacations of the High 
Court. He saw no reason why the Long Vacation should not be open to 
those who pleased to work, in the same way that the Easter, Whitsun, and 
Christmas Vacations were. The t Long Vacation was 10} wecks 
in length, and his amendment proposed to reduce it to 6} weeks. 
There were, according to the Calendar for this year, 10 vacation days in 
January, 12 in April, 10 in June, 19 in August, 30 in September, 23 in 
October, and 10 in December; making a total of 114 days, or 16 weeks and 
2 deve, or very nearly a third of the whole year. 
¢ Presipent: I understand you move as an amendment to the motion 
to leave out all after the word “That,” and substitute the words of your 


Mr. Parxer said that was so. 

Mr. Munro: Do say that is a proper amendment ? 

The Paesipent : vege 

Mr. J. J. Wrrnens (London) seconded. He thought that a very t 
distinction onght to be drawn between trials and fatetlocutery yroceelings 
in chambers. They were quite distinct. 

Mr. Forp asked what they cared about the ptodele of the Long Vaca- 
tion? What they wanted was to get on with the legal business, Mr. 
Parker’s amendment was much Mandl : slike. But they were not going 
to thrash the question out properly at this meeting, but to hurry and 
muddle through it, end he was eatisfied they would not come to a satis- 
factory conclusion. How many members of the profession were able to 
induce the officials of the High Court of Justice fo believe that a matter 
was of sufficient importance to be with during the Long Vacation. 





the jndgee. only find some simple 4 bys: the j 
could get away from the 10th August to the 24tn Octo vee of 
the question would be solved; and it would be partly solved if they 
secure that the business should go on as in the other vacations. But hy 
had no doubt that the proper course to take was that there should be ng 
Long Vacation at all. The right thing was, that directly a suitor had’ 
case ready for trial there should bea judge ready to dispose of it. But the fact 
was, that if a cause was set down in July there was no —_— possibility of 
its being heard till January. To simplify matters, he would in a spirit of 
a withdraw his motion, and w in his lot with Mr. Parker. 

Mr. W. Preston was in favour of the motion so far as that the 
principle of the Long Vacation should be maintained, but objected al 
to any alteration of the vacation. If he had been in order he should hayp 
moved the following amendment: “ That the abolition or material shorten. 
ing of the Long Vacation is undesirable; but the Council be respectfully 
requested to — a small sub-committee to consider and report as to the 

ions which should be made to the judges or other proper officials 
with a view of making the continuance of litigious business during the Long 
Vacation more feasible than at present is the case.” ' 

The Presipent observed that, as a matter of practice, if Mr. Munton’s 
motion was negatived, it would be com; t to move that the whole of the 
words after the word “ maintained ’’ should be left out. 

Mr. Wurtrenzap (London) said the difficulty was to get business cop. 
sidered as vacation business. He was confident that the large majority of 
the people were not in favour of the abolition of the Long Vacation, o 
indeed of materially shortening it. 

Mr. J. Wrerorp Bupp (London) was afraid that no conclusion arrived 
at to-day would be ao of a tical result. But he would be sony 
itshould go forth that they were all unanimous on the subject, although he 
thought a very large proportion of the members present appeared to 
that the Long Vacation was an institution which must endure for ever, and 
should not be altered or curtailed, That was not his opinion. He bad 
always been of opinion that the Long Vacation was an anachronism, and that 
it was one of the reasons why they saw a diminution in litigious busines, 
The business of a solicitor was to a certain extent a monopoly, and there was 
little or no competition; but where it waa possible for competition to step in 
there the shoe pinched. In the City solicitors had seen a very Portion 
of their business go 00 Bowes them. They had seen it referred to inferior 
tribunals. Arbitration taken, to a very great extent, the place of my 
tion in the courts ; and although he thought they were not indebted for 
wholly to the existence of the Long Vacation, it was one of the di 
influences in driving away litigation. The administration of justice was 
made, he feared, a business institution. Solicitors regarded themselves, 
he was afraid, rather than the interests of their clients, and he 
could not with Mr. Munton in thinking that the public 
did not complain. He thought they did complain, and he thought 
they got their disputes settled for them in their own businesses much mom 
quickly and more continuously. He thought there was another reason. 
Why should the business not be conducted continuously? Everyone could 
have his own vacation, and arrangements could easily be made for every- 
one, from the highest to the lowest, to have a vacation and a full and 
one during the year. And there was, in his judgment, no reason whatever 
why the whole of the business of the country should be at a standstill, He 
did not think it could be said with reason that the public did not want their 
business done during the Long Vacation. All he could say was, that he had 
remained in London during A ey part of the Long Vacation for the 
last thirty years, and at no period of the year had he had more business te 
get theoagh than in parts of August and September. Therefore, if the 
courts were open, they would find the clients anxious and ready to avail 
themselves of the opportunity, and for that reason he was in favour of the 
absolute abolition of the Vacation. 

Mr. Gray Hit (Liverpool) said he was surprised that no reference had 
been made to the resolution —— at the Norwich Provincial Meeting ia 
1892. It was moved by Mr. 8. Blyth, and seconded by himself, and was 
follows: ‘* That the Long Vacation as such should be entirely abolished, and 
the courts and offices be opened continuously throughout the year, except 
during the usual short recess at Easter, Whitsuntide, and Christmas, or, sey, 
for the week before Easter Sunday and the week after, the last wook of 
Aap and the first week of September, and the last ten days of December 
and the first four days of January, and the Bank Holidays of Meleset ig 
and A but that each officer of the court, from the highest to 
lowest, should by rotation have a ‘Long Vacation’ at a conveniont 
during the year, to be arranged by the heads of the departments" That wa 
pce | unanimously. The meetiog was rath one; but still the fat 
remained that it was carried unanimously, and Mr. Munton was 


One bod of gentlemen % seemed desirous to come to terms with—namely, : 
, f they could b 


present. 
at the meeting, and was no doubt among the number that passed Gi 


resolution. 
Mr. Forp: He voted for it. 
Mr. Gray Hixu eaid that it did not stop there. In 1895 the questian 


was again discussed at Liverpool, and the same resolution, verbatim, Wa 


posed by Mr. Parker, and seconded by: Mr, Pennington, and passed 
BO vote pe Far 7. So that if any of ier as on the paper were 
at this meeting i 
if they found they had made a mistake, let them retrace their steps. He 
quite adhered to the resolution ; but he fully recognised that there was 
robability, or even possibility, of getting it carried into effect, and ‘he 
Sisposed to accept what Mr. Munton proposed in regard to the 
ment as sufficient for the present. But he did object, and 
move an amendment to that effect when the propér timo 
if the resolution was , to the words “principle of the 
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gelves as to the Long Vacation generally was that represented 
greatly different interests, Certain classes of work ood very well ped 
very much the worse for a couple 
months, even in the autumn. But there were other classes of work that 
could not stop without very great injury to the interests of the clients. 
The Vacation existed, and a number of professional gentlemen and 
judges and officials were away, but the railways, i i 
Stock Exchange, and the great commerce of the coun 
op, and legal questions and disputes would arise whi 
community required to be settled and whenever thé 
required a thing to be settled their first desire was that it shouid be done 
rocedure was more important to them than ex- 
i e fact, that a very great 


without anybody being 


tly. Rapidity of 

— Tie cheprfully aii thankfully recognised 

had been done for the commercial community in the establishmen’ 
the Court for Commercial Cases, and that the Admi 
most admirably. Let the meeting go in for practical politics and adopt 
this curtailment of the Long Vacation, but strike out of the motion so much 
as would tend to indicate any desire that chamber work and administrative 
work should be stopped during the Long Vacation. 

Mr. W. Metmoru Watrers (London) said it was quite true that the 
reolution was carried at a small mee that the Long Vacation should 
be entirely abolished, but the Coun 
expedient to recommend such 

suggested to the Lord 
a the Long Vacation for the transaction of 
ness. At the meeting in 1893 Mr. Blyth asked the Co 
that action. So that it had not 


that action, and the Council con 
. There was a difference of 


been followed by the Council of the « 
feeling between the provincial solicitors and London solicitors. But he 
claimed that the view of the London solicitors was more important because 
It affected them more nearly. The London 
tor who practised more largely in contentious business had his hands 

full of that business, whereas the provincial solicitor was not in that 
It was eminently convenient for the 


had the work to do. 


a oe 


r that provision should be made 


should be able to write up to his 


beall present at one time. 


the year? The whole t 
ticable. It was impolitic, 


and they must pro 


interest of the client. 


did not the client like August and September 
many omy -— ne put their : Ses 4 ee 
September? Nature and society a ugust September 
for holidays, and the lawyers must follow Tait. 

their minds and fixed upon another 
would no doubt follow their convenience. 
are. They did not want to go away on their 
holidays with uncomfortable feelings as to what was hap 
absence. He thought he had said enough to shéw thut the 
the vacation must be established. Ha 
was quite willing to curtail it as far as possible, and he thought the motion 


that there must be a Lo 
thought that proposed by Mr. 


proper. 

. E. K. Biyrs (London) said this was not a question of the London 
or country solicitor, but of the whole of the public who were their clients 
and instructed them. They must take into account that the interest of 
the client and the public must be consulted, and 
interest if it clashed with it, though he thought it did not, must give way. 
They could not ignore the fact that the 7imes and other 
declared in article after article that the 
Weeks must be put anend to. It was not 
of causes or of having counsel and solicitors 
& question of closing the courts and offices. 
not to make an ———- for the appointment of new trustees 

n 1893 the matter was submitted tothe Lord Chancellor 
and the only reply the Council received 


deal with facts as they 


met the case. 


Mr. D. Gunngit (London 
curtailment. 


but also a 


other matters. 


 thoug! 


Ron-contentious work is to stop? ”’ 


feeling of the judges, and if 
Wacation that ‘all this 
he should strongly oppose it. 


The Paxstpent: Eviden’ 
tion should be put. I sho 
Mr. Parker's amendment is carried I s 
resolution which would interfere with that resolution 
Mr. Parker’s amendment is nega’ 
other amendments to Mr. Munton’s 
The amendment was negatived. 


necessary 


tived 


was still carried 


‘commercial community 


did not consider it would be 
ing alteration, and in lieu therefor 


solicitor that he 
agen’ to set him in motion, 
and very annoying to him that the agent should be away on 
but he (Mr. Walters) did not think they could 
work for the sake of the provincial solicitor. 
dealing with litigious business. How was that business to be carried on ? 
In ay ee case there were at least two persons 
and perhaps half-a-dozen witnesses, and it must be remembered they 
Each suitor would have his two counsel, 
there must be the judge and the officials. Having to get their j a 
counsel, solicitors, witnesses, and officials of the court all together 
same time and place, how were they to be provided with vaca 
would end in confusion. 
use human nature 
for it; and it was im 
was wan! his vacation at the same time. 
this, and they must follow the line of 
contended that the interest of the solicitor in 
The solicitor must yield to 
for his vacation 


, again, they were 
and the solicitors, 


B 


If in due time the clients 


blished that principle he 


that the professional 


Bg 


was, “Do you mean t 
So far saat Wy te Saaiai 
r. Munton meant princi; 

business wns to bo stopped fo’ 


Whilst Mr. Blyth was speaking there had been much interruption 
Cries of Ve 


the desire of the 
like to 
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shape. 
Mr. Preston opposed Mr. Gray *s amendment because he wished to 
move that the of Mr. Munton’s motion which asserted that the 


Mr. Forp moved the second motion of which weg gor ame 
follows: ‘* Thst all chamber work in the Court of Justice ought to 
et 6 the Long Vacation without just as it does 

uring the si! of the said court, for a of one month, 
during which month chamber work be restricted as it at present is 


during the entire vacation.’’ 
Mr. Hastie rose to order. According to the notice of motion it was 


of the duration of the Long Vacation. 

The Prestpznt: I quite understand that ; but Mr. Ford is moving it as 
an addition by way of amendment to Mr. Munton’s motion. 

Mr. Forp said that Mr. Munton’s motion as it now stvod shut out all 
the chambers of the Courts of Justice. He was the to 
accept Mr. Munton’s but to go one and 
that the chambers of the Courts of Justice ought not to be shut up 
during the whole of that time. < 

Mr. C. F. Marretu ( seconded 


The amendment ~ a by co ty i 

amen was a " 

Mr. Munton’s conetell mate was en ohoptad by a considerable 
: Fess or Unquatirrep Psrsons. 

Mr. Hastie moved, in accordance a notice: ‘‘That in all matters 


in 
transact solicitors, which unqualified also 
pied to” tis tat apd uarasnable hat wlio 


oe 
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could at any stamp office. The ae aaa Noeteilest Sete Omit Sir W. Witewsy, Promise of 


Mr. Parxszr thought that in this thin i her ought not to pass 
a resolution which involved the — of a Bill in Parliament. He 
moved that the meeting to the next business. 

Mr. Gray Hr 


Mr. O. B. Manorrrs (Huntingdon) thought it was very worthy of con- 
. but he would rather it took the form that the Legislature 
should ald put ot other 


le under the same restrictions as solicitors. 
that with so thin a meeting he was _ bay J to 
cau a motion for adjournment, but not for proceeding to 
Mr. Parker’s motion was carried by 20 votes to 18. 


The Presrpsxr observed that Mr. Hastie’s motion was a very important | the 


one. He was sure that Mr. Hastie would believe that the Council 
thought so. 

Mr. Hastie: I understand oe’ mane 
Council ; but they will be directed 


ties Epvcation. 


The Presipent stated that Mr. Ford had withdrawn the following 
motion, of which he had given notice: “This meeting regards the 
= "a acheme of legal odncation as wholly inadequate to the needs of 


It is to the direction of the 


ff 


Cierksnirs aT CHAMBERS. 


Mr. Harvey Currron (London) asked the following question in 

rpm oleae mel i aieamere - cto betes make oa if > why 
any @ proper authority to secure the appointment 

of experienced managing clerks only to the more important subordinate 
at the chambers of the Royal Courts of Justice.’’ 

went : I think it would be well if you could get your friends 
the managing clerks to write us a letter on the subject if they think we 
can do an 
» Sopeatentstion wire mate by the managing clicks of their desis 
representation were e e erks o 
should be given effect to, and if that were placed by us, as we 
be prepared to S before the Lord Chancellor, it would be the 
to deal —? the matter. 

Do I understand you would support it ? 

ENT: Certainly. If we have any resolution we shall be glad 
it to the Lord Chancellor, and give it our best support. 


Tuanks To Presipgent. 


Muxton moved a vote of thanks to the President for the very 
excellent manner in which he had performed his duties during the year. 
The Pas cong hare k jodged ‘th 
‘RESIDENT ng acknow! the compliment, the proceedings 
terminated. , 
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SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
arse ae a Wee 


. Kays, F. Rowley Parker, Richard Pennington, J. P., Sidney 
Smith, F. ‘—e “Woolbert, and J.T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £580 was 
distributed in ts of relief, five new members were admitted to the 
association, and other general business traneacted. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. H. Cutrrorp Bow tna, solicitor, of the firm of John Bow ~ 
Son, of Leeds, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 
Bowling was admitted in 1891, 


GENERAL. 
so aia 8 London Gazette announces the conferring of the title of Lord 
on the chief of Leeds and Sheffield, and of the change 


s 


the title of Bradford from borough to city. 


5 
F 


Thomson, eorge Jobn Cheyne, 
Johnston, John Rankine, Andrew Jameson, Char! ah John Guthrie, 


UL 


for them As you know, the whole of these appoint- : 





Lord Justice A. ’ Smith ; Sir J. Hu Chief 
Justice of Grenada; Sir Lionel Cox, Monet Justice of the Stenite "Bettle. 


ments; Sir Charles Elliott; Sir Ang Robertson ; Lieutenant- 
Colonel Sir Hi Smith; the Hon. T. J. Byrnes, Attorney-General of 
Queensland the Hon. J. W. Leonard, Q.C., of Oape Colony. 


School Lone for subscriptions for 
; such memorial to : 


on. George Denman to take 
Scholarship’ to be held at his old school. It is 
felt by those who knew him best that the name of so brilliant a classical 


the next | scholar and so devoted a Reptonian could not be more fitly commemorated, 


But he was loved and honoured by such a multitude of friends that it ig 
thought that others may like to join with his old school in perpetuating 
ms of one who was not only an upright judge, tion a of the 


of a Christian gentleman that our generatio: 
ptions may be sent to the hon. treasurer, the Rev. J. F. Bateman, 
119, Fordwych-road, West Hampstead. 
At a meeting of the General Council of the Bar, held recently, Mr 
Crackanthorpe, Q.C., was appointed to t the Council at the Inter. 


national Advocates, to be at Brussel: early next month, 
under the ge Be M. Jules Le — late Minister of Justice for 
Belgium. Malcolm M‘Tlwraith, of Lincoln’s-inn , and 
Heetiats in law of the Facal of Paris, Sad deirontted to ‘acsoctete SIE 
with Mr. Crackan' object of the congress is to promote 
reforms in matters the Ag get by a ——-. study 
of legal customs and institutions, and to bring the Bars of different 
countries into more direct comm on with each other by an exchange 
of views on legal questions. 








Waknina TO rnTeNDING Hoves Purcuasers anp Lesszzs. nen ae 
Sanitary Arrangements oroughly 
Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
» Wi . Fee quoted on receipt of full 
(Established 21 years.)—[Apvr. | 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 

SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

July 19.—Messrs. Doveias Youxa & Co. oh Be Mak 5 
Hatchell’s s Restaurant, and 3 Shops in Plcoadilly: rental 

oe cad Moor 1  H Fovie ll of Tondo. ey 

Freehold Estate at 


Boe ne Mere ie tesow Cneech, Gehool, and Ral 
Solicitors, Messrs. won, Week, & Ware, London. (See advertisement, this 


p. 4.) 
Jul P50. Meamrs. 2 , & Barpcewarer, at the at 2 
Valuable Leahald Propenticn im the City of London, Solicitors, ‘Samal i Bim. 


.m., The Avondale Hotel, 
jue ete 





Solicitors, Wise &' Bade, Freehold of about 500 acres, 

fishing Bolton Meer Wi $ also 10 & Ha 

London. Ground-rents of £60 annum, secured upon properties 

Kensington. Mears. Wordsworth, Blake, & Co., London. (See ad- 
delg ee eaeinn hase, Crank, & oe By PAR Nate 

/ a tnd Ancestral Domain of near! nearly 1,00) acres, near Wi 

of London. (See advertisement, May 29, p. a 

RESULT OF SALE. 





Dundas, and Alexander Ure. Sace oy Reversioxs ann Lars el a 
treasurer, hy, and the benchers of the Middle | , Mest. %. B. Foorss & Cnsxsrern’s 0esth Periodical Bee nt, ae coe 
Temple on. Tuesday yafteraon ctertalned about 2,000 of the members of ai tie otory prices, among ther being 16 of ¢ 
their a Jubilee garden * at home ”’ 
their and ancient hall. The ‘band of the Coldstream Guards pees ‘aan Ste Eee oi bank ~ 
a lively selection 7 maa in re ns, ant ie Inns of Court - life 78 al a he Oi a ie et as 420 
Society, under direction . Arthur Payne, gave a - 'o a moiety of £1,504 16s. 9d. Ocxpenation Colonial 
of pieces in the hall, while Dr. cies - in the fen pt — ATS G of £1,908 8d. Railway Stocks ai 
femple Church, assisted by the full choir of the church. me fovea ts + Sip PR RR es 
The President, the Vice-President, and the Council of the Incorpora’ed To one-fourth of £1,115 Ss. 103. Eastern Bengal Railway 
Law Society entertained at dinner, on the Sth inst., » large and distin- To guefourts of £1470, Comols, ‘alway Siocks, snd 6 + 
guished company, including several Colonial visitors, Sir H. Mortgage ; lives 79 and 78 ovr » 1,910 
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LIFE POLICIES : 
For £3,000; life 47 a Px “ik Sen ss aia ES 1,200 
For £8,500; life 58 soy sage oy PP ean aaaer oan 
For £800; life 58 .. oo 
For £1,000; life 53 +s 300 
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F) 
S885 


For £700; life 76 . : as ales Relig: sm: eee a 
mie TTS, esais0 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fatwar, July 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loorep m Cuanozer. 
Apostotorr Automatic Tetersoxe Parewxt Syxpicats, Limirso—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before A -s 14, to send in their names 
fe eo ae 'S W Coben, 13 and 14, Abohureh lane ‘White & Buriatte, 
olborn 
Centaur Cycie Co, Lamrrep—Creditors are ape coats, eo on — before i a Seni send Se 
names and dresses, and particulars of 
Townsend and Harry Nicholls, Se ee in Led, ek Oe 
Coventry Browetts, Coventry, solors to liquidators 
Lamina Accumutator (Exizson’s Barrisu Paterts) Syxpicatz, been Rye are 
required, on or before Aug 10. to send their names the particulars 
claima, to Th Featherstone Smith, 


of their debts or omas 28, Basinghall st Watson- 
Thomas & Co, C hill, solors for liquidator 

Msscusovas © Crcie Maxvuracturia Co, el hag Foe for wintieg =. Bi agents for July 
5, directed to be heard July 21. Busk & Mellor, ‘s inn 


for Not of appearing mast reach the above 
afternoon of July 20 


Sale & Co, Manchester, solors 
named not later than 6 o’clock in 


FRIENDLY 
Equity Farenpiy Soctrety, Clarence chmbrs, 39, Birmingham. June 30 
IvpustBious Bez Lover, Accaixorox Disraict oy 18 National [xperexpent ORpsr 
or Opp Fe.rows, Castle Inn, Whalley rd, Accrington, Lancaster. June 23 


London Gasette.—Turspay, July 13. 
JOINT STOCE COMPAN igs. 
Loorep rm Caayocrry. 

Eacix FxpLorixe axp Freaxce Corporatiox, oe yn are Vpey on or 
before Aug 21, to send their names and addresres, and the of or 
dleima, to ir Richard Nicoll Preece, 5, Copth all bldgs Romer & Haslam, Copthall 
chbrs. solors to liquidator 

Great Bairain Steausuire Premium Insuraxce Secomamen, Les Lamrrep (1x ee 
Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to 

of Die dokts on datas to Th Thesdore “Vivi Vivian Samuel Angier, 103, 


with full 
Bishopszate st Within 

New Loxpow Brewery Co, Linirep—Creditors are required, on ny 24, to send 
ther names and adressen, and particulars of their debts or eae Hewitt 
Fletcher, 14, George st. Lamb, 17, Ironmonger lane, The above 
company is ‘the compan) in the ara iss, ‘in i In ligation f ep 

pores new compan 

Tee te tial atic bes conte ead to eee eamuben Getakenate 
above company 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Pap I Parnce or Waurs Bexerit Burtprye Society, 17, Brazennose st, Manchester. 


A dl Femate Paseuees Socrery, Chepstow Coffee Palace, 15, Beaufort sq, Chep- 
stow, Monmouth, June 1 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—F¥aipay, June 25. 
Ke.ty, Cuantes Henpent, idcernesl, Auctioneer July 30 Lott v Kelly and Myles, 
Registrar, oe th, Liverpool 
London Gasette.—Tuxspay, June 29. 
Brows, Joux, Bathley, near La on Trent, Farmer July 23 Allen v Reed, Keke- 
b Fraser, Ni 


web, yfield, mr Ongar, Easex, Licensed Victualler July 24 


, Notti 
Bairraix, Sonex Busse, 
Trarell v Brittain, Stirling, J Benham, hill, 
Hageys, Ow gn Witu1am, Penshock, nr Llandovery, Gent July 23 Harrys 


v Howells, Romer, J. Nicholas, Liandilo 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 

jes a, 

| goame, Coanp, Seutgun comme Delpy Bs ‘Geate & Go Lincoln's inn fields 

Axoor, Sovomox, Brixton rd Jaly 26 Lindo & Co, West st, Finsbury circus 

Casts, Axx, Northmoor, Oxford Augé Walsh, Oxford 

Cuanpusze, Ricuarp, Bishopsgate st Within Aug 10 Tilling, Bishopagate st Without 

| Cnasnn, Reoser Assuya, Susy @b.Sieunts Jaly 28 Salmon & Sons, Bury St 


| Davies, Kexxezen, Dinas, Pembroke, Farmer July 3 Morgan & Richardson, 
| Davres, Marcansr, Crickhowell, Brecon, Innkeeper July 31 Gabb & Walford, Aber- 


| Frvocay, Gronon James, Threadneedle st Aug 31 Clarke & Co, Gresham House 
Gooponitp, Grorces Hicks, Sible Headingham, Essex, Farmer July 16 Holmes, Bocking, 


Gazaves, Sauvet, Guiseley, Yorks Aug? Rider, Leeds 

Hiroxs, Joux, Wandsworth Aug7 Corsellis & Co, Wandsworth 

Iutmsreworts, Tom, Bradford, Farmer July 23 Freeman, Bradford 
Jackson, Joux, Bradford July 23 Freeman, Bradford 

Kerouex, Lrpia Axwre, Gower st July2 Pears & Co, Sackvi'le st 

Perxrx, Hexny, Dewsbury July 22 Biakeley & Clough, Dewsbury 

Praaau, Sotomon Vax, Maida Vale Aug6 Edward Le Voi, Old Broad st 

Genre, Grasses Ghnvat, Wontewerts July 24 Francis & Crooken en, New sq, Lin - 


Srasies, Henny, Leeds pon Rider, Leeds 

Ase, Rusecca, Clifton, Briel A Aug 25 Gapun & Masters, Bristol 
Aruerrox, Axx Manta, Blackpool July 24 Read, Blackpool 
Brackensuny, Hanser, Gt Grimsby Oct1 Jacobs & Dixon, Hull 
Browert, Mary Hussaap, Southsea July 2) Foster & Co, 
Bu..terwe.t, Avy, Shieldfield, Newcastle upon Tyne July 27 Hoyle & Co, Newcastle 


Busven, Exons Manta, Surbiton July 14 Burton & Oo, Lincoln 

Cuersuay, Sanan Any, Burwood pl, Hyde Park Aug 28 Mitchell, Bedford row 
Dexxisox, Matraew, Stockton on Tees July 20 Langley & Elliot, Stockton on Tees 
Dowre, Marcanet Bansana, Liverpool July 31 Gill & Co, Liverpool 

Eassy, Wituram, StocktononTees July 20 Langley & Elliot, Stockton on Tees 
Happock, Nesemian, Birmingham Jaly 30 Jeffery, Birmingham 

Haursos, Anruvr, Liverpool, Joiner July 30 Cleaver & Co, Liverpool 

Hottoway, Witu1am, Winchester, Paperhanger July 17 Dowliog, Winchester 

Hunt, Cuaates Witttam, Paddington July 25 Geo Reader & Co, Chapel pl, Poultry 
Inouam, Daw Tarxon, Sheffield July 31 bry @ & Sons, Sheffield 

ee Newburn, Nerthanhtaes, Cost Proprietor July 27 Hoyle & Co, 


leengmasen, maaan RRY, Winchester, Hants July 31 Kays & Jones, New Ian, 


Locxert, Hawxan, Oxford Aug 3i Wilkins & Toy, Chipping Norton 
Loxtox, Gores, Cullompton, Devon, Upholsterer Aug 10 Nash & Co, Queen st, 


Movxtrorp, Witu14m, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick July 31 Balden & Son, Birmingham 
Ozrtox, Faaxcis Baitvoyx, Walsall, Merchant July 31 J B Clarke & Co, Birmingham 
Reap, Rosest, Maulden, Bedford, Veterinary Surgeon July 30 Halliley & Stimson, 
Reep, Hanatert, Bishop’s Stortford Augi0 Baker & Thorneycroft, Bishop's Stortford 
Ryaycz, Joux, Northwich, Builder July 17 Trafford & Cook, Northwich 

Scurnam, Wiiu1am, Leeds, Timber Merchant Aug? Crawford, Leeds 
Buacxieton, Janes, Keighley Augi W & G Barr & Co, Keighley 

Suerizy, Cuancorrs Storer, Wylde Green, Warwick July 31 Guy Pritchard, Bir- 


Swurtn, Epwarp, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Tea Merchant July 31 Foster & Co, Bir- 


Sraxiee Wrettax, Reclestichd, York, Farmer Aug 1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Surrow, Manion Exiza, Louth, Lincoln July 30 Bell & Ingoldby, Louth 
Weeems, Faxpzricx Bayanxp, Porchester ter, Hyde Park Augé Field & Co, Lincoln's 


Witxrsox, Taouas, Fotherby, Lincoln July 29 Wilkinson, Yorks 
Ween, Zaenas Beguan, Coumadiat, Gai Aug 14 Norris, Surrey House, Victoria 











BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


re : ( . Joun Ta Cardiff, Cardiff Pet July | Taematx, Wit. 
ee eS om As, Draper y 


am, Eigmeuth, Undertaker Plymouth 


6. Ord" 
London Gazetie.—Faivay, July 9. | Kerrus, Lewis Jeremtan Cropiey ye. Cam! Vioxrstar?, Wiseu. Greengrocer Stockport 
ciane tame” Cambridge Pet July 6 Ord J be | Vite dulye, Ord July 6 

| Lavenpen, Cuantes Heyay Natou cireus, | Wetsseerc, Caances, Cardiff, Clothier Cardiff Pet July 

Araiat, H & L, London wall, Merchants High Court | a Co Pet May 20 Ord July 7 6 Ord July6é 
et June 17 Ord July 6 | Lea, Witutam game, Wolverhampton | Wairr, Eowanp, Oldham, Carrier Oldham Pet July 7 

Beaux, Ipeu, Manchester a Far Skin Merchant Pet Jaly5 Ord July 5 Ord July7 

igh Court Pet May 29° “Ord uly Licensed Victualler Wal- ‘Wepeeren, Canes, Brcous Yarn Merchant 


mens, 3 Bnseas, i st, Regent st 
ee School Furnisher 
7 ioe sq High Court Pet 


— Waa en eae Bet Mb 
uly 5 Ord Jul: 
Bucnayay, F, ‘Once 


May 27 sae seston P id me TS gk 
CasTLeTox, Wan B Boat Tailor 
ASTLETON, —y eh vaya ae ‘ Dorchester oi) 


Causrer, Neveoxn Swyetiixc, Sutton , Bank RB? 
Mana Birmingham 


Pet June? Ord July 2 
Hig) Court Pet Jan 9 Oni Jul "6 
une 
De Lacy, Oscan. Hants, Furniture Dealer Roserenat, Hanan Dre 
Danvisor, Watten Now Union st High Court Pet J onpne ome 
misox, Warren, New une 
Ord Jul we oniain Wane 


io Davip, Gloucester, Grocer Newport, Mon 
G Fut Jaly 6 Ord Jat Ker rt Newport,Mon Pet Jul 
ALswostuy, Georar, Newpc 

¢ Ord Julye . 


Haiou Sosar Grexre.t, Oxton, Cheshire, Cotton Broker 


Es ot Pet June 23 Ord July 6 5 
nomas, Twitchen, ’ ’ 
Pet July 6” ee aa 


uly 6 Ord July 6 Pet 


Crarke, 





Roath 


» nigh Court Pet wr ky ane Bit bed Sealy 5 


Shields, Painter Newcastle on Tyne 


Manchester fut Map ¢ Ord July 2 
eee Newport Pet July 


fea “a 


eS te 
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Bucuawax, F. Queen sq pl, Queen sq July 16 at 12 Bank- 
bidgs, Carey st 
Canter, Gronoe, Gt Grimsby, be md July 17 at ii Off 
Osborne * 


15, Gt 
Dawes, Watrter, Tonbridge, Kent, Collector of Taxes 
oo at 2.30 Mr. Parris, 65, High st, Tunbridge 


We 
Epos, James, Manchester July 16 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom 


st, 
Feaawcey, Bexsautx, West Bowling, Bradford, Piece 
Taker-In July 16 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 


Hamrsox, Cuartes E, Dorney, nr Windsor July 20 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Jacxsox, Davip, Wiaton, Cumberland, Farmer July 19 at 
12 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Jone, Huon Owrx, Liandwrog, Carnarvon, Quarryman 
July 17 at 11.45 Cnyyt chambers, Eastzate row, 


Chester 
Kerrie, Lewis Jeremian Croriey, Wicken, Cambridge, 
Builder July 21 at10 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cam- 


Lez, Jor. Samsox, —_. pte July 19 at 11.30 Off 
"lies, 29, Queen st, Card: 
Lytucor, Ricnarn, hacletown, Ser ard Aug 6 at 10.50 
Court House, Upper Bank st, W: 
Neate, eee Seacrave, Fut G ~~ Clerk 
July 20at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Rost Owew Tuomas, Carnarvon, Plumber July 17 at 
12 Grypt chmbrs Eastgate row, 

Roperrs, — re wy Smee Lancs, te 
conist 6 11.30 Rec, 16, Cornwallis st 
Barrow in Furness 


Scnogs, Faepenick, Salford, Lancs, Grocer July 19 at 3 
eee 


Of Byrom st, 
Scorr, Wiiuiam, Newcastle on me Draper Privo 19 at 
12.30 Off ome 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on T 
Stave, Cuaistoruze, Liskeard, Cornwall, Licensed Vic- 
tualler July 16 a 16at11 10. Athenwum ter, Plymouth 
a Davip Lewis, Cardiff, Furniture Dealer: July 19 at 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
gulaeet Meyer, Southampton July 19 at 3.80 ‘ Cf Rec, 
Southampton 


Tayton, Taomas, Warrington, Baker Aug 6 at 10.45 
Court house, Upper Bank Warrinston’ 

Vavasovur, Waseae’ 2 pate oseru, Tadcaster, Yorks, 
Baronet July 19at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Wetts, Wituiam, Siateametelh Tailor July 16 at 12.30 
Court N z, 


at, 

eld, Clothier, July 19 at 11 

19, John William st. Hi 
lbenmaen. 


Wixuiams, Joux, Dol Farmer Jaly 
22 at 11.45 
Woessame, Wescean ar oma Buteher July 20 at 
Queen st. 
Wiss, Rt i th, Plumber July 16 at 10.30 10, 
Atheneum ter, 


Wirxowsxy, Jouivs, Marylebone July 19at230 Bank- 
Waray, Ricnanp Jacxsox, Blackpool Aug 13 at2.39 Off 
Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 


4, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Beaux, Iper, Manchester avenue, er Skin Merchant 
Court Pet May 29 Ord Jaly 
Bower, Exiza Hareter, South Norwood Croydon Pet 
carnatoe rai besa, Lewntiy Puting To 
ASTLETON, Wittiam Bexsamiy, £ 
Master Gt Yarmouth Pet July 6 Jaly 6 
Ds Lacy, Osc Landport, Hants, Furniture Daler 
A Pet Jul 5 Ord July 5" 


Drez, BR J, Market Draper 
Leicester Lg tae add a nd Say 2 
i. Da Sostenter, Grocer 


pi en Sora, Jul 
eee i ENRY eee “Peed 6 High Court Pet May 
Hun anue 


1 T Pwitchen Devon, Farmer _ Barnstap! 

wont Jul 6 aly 6 Ord July 6 ss il 
‘annex, Lewes, Grocer ‘Lewes 

ee aly Ord Ord July5 x“: 


Perer, Siranten, Timber Merchant Swansea 
een 21 Ord July 
cong Somes Fay an oes. Bank Mansger 


Sie ieee Eowanp J i Jones | Ont Jey @ th, Susséx, Build 
ARD J 4MES, Ca 
Brighton Pet July 1 Ord July 5 3 





Lewis Jenemian Cro Wi 
Lea, Wittram James, wrt a8 Grd auly “a 
wore? r. bono Wists Weymouth, Tailor Dorchester 
PetJuly6 Ord F 
rite ear as spae Tee 
July7 Ord July 7 


, Salford, Lanes, rocer Salf@rd 
eoten § Ord July 6 . ad 


os, Bowenstie cn Draper Newcastle 
me Pet June 12 Ont Jain * 


om Brentf Merchant Brentford 
Pet Ji ay wigs 
sna sm Southampton Pet June 


Pee dune’ path Shield, Painter Newcastle on Tyne 


as -¥ ee J pment, Undertaker Plymouth 
v » Wi port, Cheshire. Greengrocer 
woman Pet July 6 Ont July s 


Wass, Nesey, Hounclow, Baker Brentford ‘Pet June 
‘muirr, Eow Oldham, Carrie 

Ww AED, 
Ord ; r Oldham Pet July 7 


Wirovessy, Diary, ston upon Hull, Top Dealer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet July ¢ gE ty 





London Gazette.—Toursvay, July 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Batowrs, Avsert Eawest, Fore st High Court Pet 
July 9 Ord July 9 

Couurrr, Cuartes, Laniport, Hants, Provision Dz2aler 

rtsmouth Pet July8 Ord Jaly8 

Daxtx, Tuomas, Leicest2r, Coal D2aler Leicester Pet 
July 6 Ord Julv 6 

Dotwas, Georae WiittaM, Portses, Restaurant Keeper 
Portsmouth Pet July5 Ord July 9 

Dussrorp, Feeperick Jonv, and Tromas Horswiy 

ester, Licensed Victuallers Colches- 
ter Pet July 7 Ord 3 Taly 7 

Eowaros, Hartey. Brimfield. Herefords, Farmer Kidder- 
minster Pet July 9 Ord July 9 

Evaxa, ee Jonna, > Fae vam, Grocer Ponty- 

id une 29 Jaly 

Gamo, Jouy hg LES, Tivespoal. sine Victualler 
Liverpool y8 uly 

Gua Haaren, —— fa, Trent, Hatter Burton 

m Trent Pet July 6 nly 6 

mine, Wittram. Seammonden, York Huddersfield Pet 
July 8 Ord July 8 

Harris, Vixcent, Gatacre, Salop, Farmer Madeley Pet 
June 29 Ord July 10 


Hanr. W Tisserrs. Moorgate st, Solicitor High Court 
Pet May 12 Ord July 9 ‘ 
Hewurvo, Wivitam. —™ Axtor High Court Pet 


July 10 Ord July 10 

Hewxty, Ervest Havetock, Wotton under Eige, Glos, 
Solicitor Gloucester Pet July10 Ord July 10 

Hore, Benoxt Soeees. Eastbourne, Blind Maker East- 
bourne Ord July 9 

Hv pop Rosert, Bangor Bangor Pet Jun230 Ord 

Hest. Winuras Hewry, Billericay, Essex. Licensed 
Victusller Chelmsford Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

James. Witttam, Grays, Essex, Grocer Rochester Pet 
Julv8 Ord July 8 - 

Jones, Roser, Criccieth Carnarvons, Builder Portm1do: 
Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

Ketryx, Eowaro, Pontefract, Commission Agent Wake- 
field Pet July8 Ord Julv8 

Kesvonr, Grorar, Clayton le - od Lanes, Grocer Black- 
burn Pet July8 Ord July 8 

Lax ae Manraarer, Exeter Exeter Pet July8 Ord 


J 

Larpeyt, Jonx Metvitt pe Hocureiep. Wildecombe in 
the Moor. Devon Exeter Pet June 2t Ord July 5 

Liaurroor, Exaxuet. Treilaw, Glam, Collier Pontypriid 
Pet July 8 Ord July 8 

Massam, Watrer Kwowstry, and Eayesr Arracr Diss, 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Manufacturers Kiagston-upon- 
Hull Pet July 7 ee ons 

Newman, Horace. Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet June 10 Ord July 10 

Preaviv. Saucer, Srighton, Chester, Grocer Chester 
Pet July8 Ord July 8 

Reapueap. Wittsam, Bridlingtor, Coal Dealer Scar- 
borongh Pet July 8 Ord July & 

Rerrty, Artur Vicror, ani Harotp Farpeaice Rutty. 
Rromley-by-Bow High Court Pet June 17 Ord 


July 8 

Suita, "Cuane, Westwoodside, Liacs, Farmer Lincola 
Pet Jnly9 Ord July 9 

Brero. Wacrer Hamuyy, Clement’s-inn, Strand, Solicitor 
High Court Pet May @ Ord Jaly 8 

Starrorv. Joux Eowarp. Leeds, Fish ‘Merchant Leeds 
Pet July 6 Ord July 6 

Graves. Jaues, Have, Exeter, Butcher Exeter Pvt 


uly 6 
SrToaxrs, Ancummene. Rastiog, Ganmaker Hastings 
Pet July9 Ord July 
Svurroy, = bl AN, joe hl Stafford, Farmer, Burton on 
Trent Pet July5 Ord July 5 


Faves, Leg - and Jaues Georae Stroxes, Johnson’s ct, 
st, Manufacturers High Court Pet July 9 Ord 


i iy 

Toryer, aang, <A Anrruvr, St Leonards on Sea, Toy Dealer 
Hastings Pet July 10" Ord July 10 

Watvxer, Fraycis, Kin unon Hull, Commercial 
Traveller ingston upon Hull Pet July 8 Ord 


July 8 
Waeee, Peer Wiwats, Worthing Brighton Pet July 
v9 
Waerree, Georcr Hanry Srepuex, Dovercourt, Essex 
W: a E 4 La. 4, Fae ‘Pont 
1LL1aMs, Epucxn, ‘Ponty- 
pridd PetJulys Ord rid = OP 8 4 
Wivrren. Jaurs Parscrave, Bristol, Tobacconist Bristol 
Pet July6 Ord July 8 


Aeneas ae Ee erat & On 
London Gazette of 


Davis, Rosgrt Heyry, Sunderland, Builder Sunderland 
Pet June29 Ord June 30 


Ameniol, actieoeebniatad fox teat a: medial 


London Gazette 
inv gory Al Staffs, 1 Victualler Wal- 


et JuneS Ord ay 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Avaiat, H & J, “ee July 20 at 2.30 


-” july 20 at 8 Ge ve yore. bet 
DB 
Bax =, Shelfield, Wi sleall, Grocer July 21 at 11 


Ree, 
a aarupty Hoperr. ldo Casey Regent st July 22 at 2.30 


rks 


21 Doren Of Res, =r, Downer 0 a dels 
Basens, Tes Tuomas Nopex, Doncaster. wy 20 20 at 
Cranxe, Wren Orro, Commission Agent 





ee 
ll "OF Ree, 22, Park 


H W. Lichfield, Insurance J 
Cox, Hexry vowzaey Agent July 


21 at 10. 30 

Cox ,Witut4M, Solihull, Warwicks, Farmer 

De Lop, Seren aise. arniture dealer Ja 
e Lacy, A re wi 

oes Off Ree, Cambridge ptt High st ae 

mou 

oo Water, pe Union st July 20 ati2 Bank. 


Dix, Narmasie Bass, Drestese July 20at2 5, High 

yr 

—— K.. H., Balham, Baker July 20 at 11.30 2, 
London B 


July 22 at 11 


Frew«ear, mp os Stockton on Tees, rhouse keeper July 

21 at3 Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, Midd lesborough 

Goyey, Watter, and Tuomas Gaxver,, Brighton, Job- 

; masters July 20 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, 

Brighton 

Gareexwoop, Haatoy, Burton on Trent, Hatter July 20at 
11.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Treat 

Hut, Tuomas, Twi Devon, ate July 2 at 2 

J. Blackford, South Molton, Auction 

arlington July 8 at 3 Off Ree, 8, 


Jame, Wituiiam, Grays, Essex, Grocer July 26atil 115, 
4 
Jones, Frepgenicx Cuanrves, Walsall, Bootmaker July 2 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Walsall 
eee: aoe, Criccieth, Carnarvons, Builder July 22 at 
Portmadoc 


Lee Cuarces Hexry Naupes, Fiasbury cireas, 
Accountant July 21 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 


street 
Magsaact, Witiian, Tokenhouse pot, Merchant July 


Hory, Hasvor, 


2iatil Bankru — Carey st 
Meavows, Joszra, Baker wee 21 at 12. 
Count; Const Stee es op ‘st, North: 


Menrey, Evoenta Mary, W k st, a July 2 
at2.30 Bankru Carey s 


yp Cipregntional Minister 
2latll 23, Colmore row. B 
Peak eo Dovaras, Whitchurch 
Clerk July 22at11 Off Bee 
Paice, Gronas f indy Guest, Deatist July 22 at 2.30 
b =. Manufacturer 


ru, 4, 
Rosexraat, Harais, Spi 
July 23at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care 
C H Rosxis & Co, Broad st Bane Savesteneat Brokers 
July 21 at 11 Bankruptey bldg ey st 
rad = JONATHAN, gaa, taffs, Farmer ws 2ati 


Hotel, Station st, Burton on 
Tasecratt, Ann Blackpool A 
Chapel st, Preston 


Fatt preeeeaes. 


ug 13 at 2.30. Off Rec, lt, 


Taxovr, Wittiam Josera, Leeds, Butcher July 21 at 12 
Of 22, row, Leeds 
Warsow, Heasert WiLLATs Worthing July 29 at 12.39 
Off Rec, Pavilion bldgs, 
Weisspeac, Cuanves,. Cardiff, Clothier July 23at11 OF 
, Queen’s st, 
WELLts, Soesst, } pe tad yard July 22ati2 Baak- 


Watts, Henny, H w, Baker July 2iat 3 Of Rex, 
95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
July 21 at 3 pda st, Manche 

va ote “yy Miner J fate "20 at 10.45 


Weatan ‘Lae King ot Wigan rd, Gay st Ageat July 2 


at 2.30 Bankruptey bldgs, Care 
Wroz, pave, Sys ork July 20 at 3 Off Rec, 
Baok chmbrs, Batley 


Amended notice substituted for Gat yee in the 
London Gazette of July 9 


Stave, Cusistoruer, Liskeard, Corn wall, License Vic- 
tualler July 16at11 10, Athenwum ter, Plymout? 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Batpowix, Acseat Eayest, Forest High Court Pet July 
9 Ord July 9 


Baxren, oad Hegpert, Bartholomew lane High 
Court Pet June2 Ord July 9 

Cuampyey, Francis, Wedmore, Somerset, Farmer Wells 
Pet June®@ Ord Julys 

bees Annasan, Hotherhithe, Tailor High Court Pet 
une 

Co.uerr, Coane, ‘Cand pert a Dealer Porte- 
mouth y 


8 Ord Jul 
Art Engraver Man- 


Croven, Jouw Paraick, tlh ll 
chester Pet May 26 Ord July 9 

Daxix, Taomas, Leicester, Coal Dealer Leicester 
Pet July6 Ord uly 6 


Dotmax, Georce Wituian, Forte, 
Portsmouth Pet July 8 Ord Ju y9 


NIcHOLsoy, 
a Pet July 7 Ord July 7 
warps, Hariey, ane, 
minster Pet July 9 Jul 
Gipyzy, Wares, and Tomas 
Pet July2 Ord 
er Roy Scammonden, Yor! 


une Ota hte Dee, Winter 20 

B... ARLES Epwarp, or 

Court Pet June 17 Ord July 0 

Hexmine, W: —— 
July 10 Ord J y 10 

Hewty, Eavest Havetock, Wotton 

Pet July9 Ord July 10 
Howt, Wittiam Henney, Billericay, Essex, 
sford Pet July 7 Ord July 7 


yes, Bo 


"Pet July? Ord July 7 
Ke.iys ti How ano, Bootftat, Czmiisson Agent Wake- 
field Pet July8 Ord J 





July 20 at 11 
| Comex, J addy B. - Leeds July 21 
row, Leeds 


’ 


Kex ron, Georasz, Clayton-le- 
burn Pet July @ Ord July 8 


Wuirakes, James Hitcaox, Manchester, wasn. Merchant : 


Restaurant Keeper 


Duwsrorp, Faepericx fa and Tomas Honsuas ~ 
Victuallers Colchester 


aS a nd 


pelt pes Syriac 


I Nat a A 


ipatents, Farmer Kidder- © 


Arona, Br peighten, Job- | 
” Hudderaield é 


Actor High Court Pa ~ 
-under-Edge, Solicitor — 


dase, 1S. Ord July” Essex, Grocer Rochester Pet 2 
» Builder Port- © 


‘a, Lanes, Grocer Black-" E 
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LawacearT, Mancarer, Exeter Exeter Pet July8 Ord 
8 


Lsantvoot, Euaxvuet, Trealaw, Glam, Collier Pomtypridd 
Pet Taly 6 Ord July8 

Lrxom, Joux, Aldridge, Staffs, Licensed Victualler Wal- 
gill Pet June 24 Ord July 8 

Przavis, Samvet, Saighton, Chester,Grocer Chester Pet 
July8 Ord July 8 


BespuraD, Wituran, Bridlington, Coal Dealer Scar- 
borough Pet July7 Ord July 8 : 
furs, CLarx, We-twoodside, Lincs, Farmer Lincoln 


Pet July 9 Ord July 9 

Srarronp, Joux Epwarp, Leeds Leeds Pet July6 Ord 
July 

STEVENS, ins Hewry, Exeter, Butcher Exeter Pet 
July6 Ord July 6 

Syrrox, JoxaTaan, Anslow, Saeed, Farmer Burton on 
Trent Pet July5 Ord July 

Twou, Epwarp, and James Gerese Sroxes, Johnson’s ct, 
Fleet st, Manufactures HighCourt Pet July 9 Ord 
July 9 

Bo Francis, Kingston upon Hull 
Hull PetJuly8 Ord Jaly8 

Warcox, Heapen Witxats, Worthing, Dealer in Cycles 
Brighton | Pet July 9 Ord ow 

Wanssonee Caan.es, Cardiff, Clothier Cardiff Pet July 

Ord July 8 

ans Dupvey, te yd, Esquire High Court 
Pet June9 Ord July 

Warrtzr, Grorce Sse ed Strerueny, aera: Essex 
Colchester Pet July 19 Ord July 

Warretxy, James, Huddersfield, Clothier Huddersfield 
Pet June 18 Ord July 8 

Wiuurams, Joux, Golborne, Lancs, Miner Wigan Pet 
June 18 Ord July 8 

Wisox, Taouas, Darwen, aoe, Boot Dealer Blackburn 
Pet May’ 16 Get July 10 


Kingston upon 





A COMMON-SENSE DIET. 
BY A MEDICAL MAN. 


You will hear sufferers exclaim, *‘ I feel out of —_ Seg 
“Tem below par!” ‘‘I am losing weight!’ Some rush to 
quack nostrums and become worse. Some are ———s 
or upable—to consult medical advisers, who would ly 
recommend ry which might or might not help them. 
And, after all, a little common-sense must tell them that 
by following rational dietary rules they can maintain and 
restore that vigour which, by errors in diet, in conjunction 
with their surroundings, they have lost. Good health—the 
greatest blessing mortals can enjoy, and never veal valued 
till lost—can be preserved in the majority of mankind by 
attention to diet. 

A Food Beverage such as Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, with its 
usique powers of nutriment and exceptional vitalizing 

ies, is a means whereby strength and nervous 

energy is gained as a rational outcome of increased vitality 

and the os consequence of greater nourishment and 
orce 

It aids the digestive powers, and is invaluaile to tired 
men and delicate women and children. 

It has the refreshing properties of fine tea, the nourish- 
ment of the best cocoas, and a tonic and recuperative 

sed by neither, amd can be used in all cases where 
ae coffee are profibited. 

It is not a de} seca but a unique and wonderful Food 


e. 
The wonderful African Kola nut which it contains has 
ccncentratcd powers of nutriment, and imparts ina 
and staying powers, adds to power of endurance, and 
enables those who use it to undergo greater physical 
éxertion and fatigue. 

The unique Ligne = | and restorative powers of Dr. 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa are be: 7a ecognised to =  onteasD eo] 


to unknown in the histg any P mn. and 
merit alone, is what is ed for Dr. t Tibbies’ ioe 
and the ag pee are Prepared to send to any reader who 
names will do) a 


I e Sovicirors’ JourwaL _— 
bo sample tin of Dr. Pibbles’-Vi-Cocoa free and post- 


» 

Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa is made up in * packets, and 9d. 
and Is, 6d. tins. It can be obtained from all chemists, 
grocers, and stores, or from Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, Limited, 
60, 61 and 62, Bunhill-row, London, E. Cc. 


AW.—Solicitor (admitted, 2 25), B.A. Camb., 
Honours Solicitors’ Final, desires Nee moder- 





ate salary.—F. D., care of “ Solicitors’ Journal ”’ Office, 27, 
y-lane, Wc. 

L A W.— Principal requires young able 

Fogel North of England ; state ies note 

salary, q oe &e.— * Solicitors’ 


Journal,” 27, Chancery-lane, W 


AW. -—Experienced middle-aged Man socks 
gagement Solicit Offi 

Engrossing Clerk, ae. ; ; east ig Jeane Se 
Address J.'T., 170, Vauxhall-street, 8. ia 1 


ANTED.— Assistant Conveyancing Clerk ; 

neat writer; shorthand indispensable ; nder 20; 
mlary starting at £120.— am b 

Conseiiis, Mossor, & Berwey, 


Citing and SHORTHAND WRITER.— 
A os of Solicitors parting with their Cashier wish 
him for similar appointment.—Address 
J.N., 16, [, 8, Genevenrund, Brixton. 

















Quoomma (First-rate) in a beautiful 


Sala the edge of South Wilts, Hants, and 
tevice to London London) ; 3,750 acres (465 coverts) ; 
last bag, 2,601 head; rent, 


, Salisbury. 


Set to Sone 6 & By ESMITH, 





IVIL SERVICE COMMISSION.—Forth- 


with particulars from the Secretary, Civil 
mission, 1 _8.W. tdi 


LOnRNOR aad oS peblichet Jovtiniaastt 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement rreliein 


en ee Pe penton ot molage 

fl oes Iacertion Stall fH ay 
Pere slits hetr‘soatinued wupport. NB. 
ee & ~~ with necessary Declaration. 
and file of “ London 


Oficial stamps 
Gasette’’ kent. By 


BRAND & CO’S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, . 
MEAT JUICE, &c., 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of all Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & CO MAYFAIR, W.. W., & MAYFAIR WORKS, 
VA LONDON, 8.W. 


EPPS’S: : COCOAINE. 


COCOA-NIB EXTRAOT. 
eg LIKE.) 
nibs (broken-up f the 
being subjected to a perf peel hydranlie 
ene Soe ee cee a lea for use a 
Soap deeesed powder—* Cocoaine,” a = 


hen prepared with boiling water, has the 
bee with may, beneficial 
ve p 


iy, taking 
sindant repli the, Poel eaegy, ikont unl 


INSURANCE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 
8 UJ N LAW COURTS | BRANCH: 
46, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
Manager. 


A. W. COUSINS, District 
SUM INSURED in 1896, £388,962,800. 


LONSDALE PRINTING WORKS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 


ALEXANDER #@ SHEPHEARD, 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS. 
And all General and Commercial Werk. 
Every description of Printing—large or small. 
Printers of THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL Newspaper. 
Authors advised with as to ws to Printing and Publishing. 


Estimates and all information furnished. 
Contracts entered into. 























8. FISHER, 188, Strand. 





SAVE 50 TO 75 PER GENT. 

THE DEI BOX SUPPLY 
_COMPAN 

29, TEMPLE 


Y; 
“WOLVERHAMPTON, 
pocorn, OF TESTIMONIALS. 





-- pleased the Deed Boxes which 
Dame ane us, tae inclose chequs for 





The , The Deed Box Supply Company, Back of 
36, ‘Wolverhampton. 
March 23, 1896.—From Mr. H. D. Booth, 62, Lincoln's- 

* inn-fields, W.C. 

Dear Sirs,—I have received the Deed Boxes which 

you have made for 1 eal wie, which T mm very pleneed. 
‘ours truly, H D 
The Deed Box Supply Company. 





wide 
oie 8 by 
£1 10s. Od. 


12 Comranruerts. 
wide 
ot lng 7 8 by 


£21 Os 02. 
SPECIAL LINES IN BALLOT BOXES. 


Denne net coprey 
Sees 
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ENCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 
LEGAL EDUCATION. 4 


Tus Covnctt invite attention to the following scheme of education, adopted | Classes for Final Students are held at the Hall of the Societ on . 
in 1892 with the object of affording assistance to Articled Clerks. afternoons each week during the following periods: August to ar 
For the benefit of Clerks resident in London or who are able to attend, | January to June. ae 
these classes are held and Tutors give advice and assistance at the Hall of the These periods afford five months’ class preparation, ani studeaia il 
Law Society. advised to subscribe for a full course, and certaialy for not less than thre 
To those Clerks who are articled at a distance from large towns pa months, otherwise the work must necessarily be hurried. pear 
instruction with advice and help is given, and a course of preparation Students may join the classes either before or after the Inte: 
through the post has been formulated. Examination without subscribing to the course of Pustal instruction, 
POSTAL INSTRUCTION. is recommended that they should avail themselves of both modes 


s'raction. 
In the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination Sabecribers to either Postal or tadteastion, hove Qin 


pee aes is De sncens of Seseeey gapem, and Cee. See the Cees consulting the Tutors upon the work of the course in personal inter 


portions of Stephen’s Commentaries. 
For those whe have passed the Intermediate Examination instraction is | by letter at any time. 


afforded by fortnightly papers, and embraces the following subjects: Equity, RESULTS AND HONOURS. 
Conveyancing, Common Law, Bankruptcy, Criminal and Magisterial Law,| The results obtained have teen ratisfactory. At each of the last § 
Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical Law. examinations pupils have obtained honours, a the Lepper ate of p 
These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations are | a high one, exceeding 85 per cent. of between two and three hun 
varied each year, so that students who may subscribe for more than one | who last presented themselves for Mong moa It has heppensd ai on 
year’s tuition receive additional assistance. occasions that all Class pupils have been successful, and the sai 
These courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend | occurred in the case of subscribers to the Correspondence Courses. 
that the Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the TUTORS. 
— and the Final course soon after the Intermediate Examination has Equity, Conveyancing, Conmon Law, Bankruptcy —J. Cantar H 
been passed. 30, Bedford-row, W.C 
Books can be obtained from Messrs. Stevens & Sons, or other law lending| Criminal and Magi gisterial Law, Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, 
library, for a subscription of a guinea and a-half to cover the course of work | Eeclegiastical Law, Stephen’ 4 Commentaries—Laoxaen H. Wase 
ferthe Fina] Examination, and Stephen’s Commentaries can be supplied to | 19, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, W.C. . = 
either Class of Postal Subscribers, at a subscription of one guinea, on Before Inter. Afer ay 
applica'icn to the Tutor, Dr. West. FEES. § Bzamination. Zuauial 
CLASS INSTRUCTION. Subscription to pestal instruction (12 montks) £4 4 Q | (12 months) £9) 
Class instruction is also provided on the eelected portions of Stephen's | Subscription to Postal instruction (2 years) 6 4 0 | (2 years) i 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the | Class instruction (3 months)... (5 months) 
classes should be joined after the expiration ‘of a course of Postal instruction, | For those who have “thigh subscribed for 


44 
— can join the classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the Postal instruction .. : sie re oss 
1 of attendance Class instruction (6 months) < 77 (4 months) 
5 5 








are provided where subscribers may study, and books are supplied | For those who have previously subscribed for 

without extra see 
Periodical test examinations are held by the Tutors For three months’ Class instruction A 
The Classes for Intermediate Students are held in the Hall of the Society For those who have previously subscribed for Postal instruction § | 

on three afternoons in each week —- _ following periods: August to | Cheques and Post Office Orders should be made hha to the Szonuzi 


November ; October to January ; haa March to June. 





Postal instruction .. 


Lixtrzp.” 





and crossed ‘‘ Messrs. iad & 


Students may subscribe hens he Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lan 


ae 
_ 





PROBATE VALUATIONS THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 T0 


JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &c. td 


SPINK & SON, Gotpemrrus anp Stivensurrus, 17 ann 18, Procapriy, W., and at 1 awn 2, | Bvery requisite under the above Acts supplied 7 


“STREET, ConxHILL, Loxpon, E.C0., beg respectfully” to announce that they AccuRATELY 
arrnatss the above for the Lacat Prorsssion or runcuass the same for cash if desired. Estab- F abana pepotinedhagane 


lished 1772. 
Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prines Lowis Battenbero, K.C.B. q em, the proper Pony ml al 


INSURANCE AGAINST BEN 
ACCIDENTS of all KINDS. ACCIDENTS and DISEASE, | sss dedend’ i No eae 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and FIDELITY GUARANTEE.| Solicitors’ Account Books 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CO. SBN Rep AOR ae 
= RICHARD FLINT & Cf 


CAPITAL, £1,000,000,  088E3 PAID, 83,800,000. 
ea, COR NWEII.E., OND ON. A. VIAN, Secretary. 


M.W.EDGLEY, 40 & 4, Fleet-st. TREATMENT OF (NEBRIETY. 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. DALRYMPLE attOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


M. W. Eadgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 


AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. P rentlemen, under tne 
M. W. Eagiey, 40 & 4i, Fleet-st, : W. P. THOMPSON & C 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. > 322, High Holborn, W.0.— 


M. W. Bagley, 40 & 41, Viec-st. | -OSATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. | (and at 1: Mas 4 Bre 
EDE AND SON, = an “a "| Lompow ont Deities. Aa 
HIGH SHOT HOUSE, vineial and Foreign SOLICITORS in _ 

8T. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, PATENT matters. 4 
For Gentlemen antes the Acts ant guivetety. Terms, Representatives in all Capitals. fe 
Apoiy to Medical Soperttendent, eres ae. YS: GOL . 
FP. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.B.C.S. (Eng. y Peleus Agust Oats of HM. Se 

Slaot ana aise efecto, in all” pei 


INEBRIETY. World. conducted. Opinions and 

MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 

PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. [NEXPENSIVE SCHOOL for ; 

Medical A : CHAS. J. BOND, F.R.C.8. Eag-, GenBemen.—Over 690 have slvendy Dems ues 

L.B.C.P. Lond. : H. M. RILEY, sere. Boe. orden, in 
; years’ Experience. Excellent 


of Inebriety, eporta, diet, refi 
and Medical References. For terms and particulars ; village. —Addrese MASTER, 
y Miss RILBY, or the Principal. ‘ _ 
























































